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the modification of the eighteenth amendment or the return
of legalized beer, and urging adequate appropriations for law
enforcement; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9705. Also, petition of Rhoda Clement and sundry other
citizens of Richland and Orwell, N. Y., favoring the so-
called stop-alien representation amendment in future ap-
portionments for congressional districts; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

9706. By Mr. DELANEY: Petition of the General Henry
W. Lawton, No. 21, Department of New York, Unifed Span-
ish War Veterans, urging favorable consideration of all
legislation in defense of the Spanish War veterans; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

9707. Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New
York, urging more concrete economies in Federal expendi-
tures and not additional taxation; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9708. Also, petition of Peter Henderson & Co., seedsmen,
of New York City, urging the passage of the bill restoring
first-class mail to the 2-cent rate; fo the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9709. Also, petition of the Pan-American Bureau, credit
adjusters, of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging that the first-class
mail be put back on the 2-cent rate, and that the lower
rates be increased at once so that such service may be self-
supporting; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9710, Also, petition of the Brooklyn Chamber of Com-
merce, protesting against questions 3 and 4 of referendum
No. 64 on governmental debts due to the United States, a
referendum of the United States Chamber of Commerce; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

9711. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of Blanche
Fulton and approximately 60 others, urging the passage of
stop-alien-representation amendment to the United States
Constitution; to the Committee on Labor.

9712. By Mr. GARBER.: Petition of the Manhattan Cham-
ber of Commerce, Manhattan, Kans., making certain recom-
mendations for legislation concerning railroads; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9713. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Jop-
lin, Mo., urging enactment of House bill 11642; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9714. Also, petition urging support of railway pension bills,
S. 4646 and H. R. 9891; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

9715. Also, letters from W. B. Flint, local manager Long-
Bell Lumber Sales Corporation of Ames, and B. M. Coombs,
local manager Long-Bell Lumber Sales Corporation of Med-
ford, Okla., urging support of House bill 13790, for the pro-
tection of American industry and labor against foreign
intrusion; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9716. By Mr. HANCOCK of New York: Petition of Flor-
ence M. Palmer and other residents of Cortland County,
N. Y., favoring the stop-alien amendment to the Constitu-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9717. By Mr. KOPP: Petition of Rev. F. C. Witzigman and
other citizens of Washington, Iowa, urging support of the
stop-alien-representation amendment to the United States
Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9718. Also, petition of Rev. Arthur A. Vinz and many other
citizens of Washington, Iowa, urging support of the stop-
alien-representation amendment to the United States Con-
stitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9719. Also, petition of J. O. Crawford and many other
citizens of Washington, Towa, urging support of the stop-
alien-representation amendment to the United States Con-
stitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

9720. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Resolution of the Oakland
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Topeka, Kans.,
opposing any legislation tending to nullify, weaken, or repeal
the eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act and urging
adequate appropriations for the enforcement thereof; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

9721. Also, petition of the Oakland Woman'’s Christian
Temperance Union, of Topeka, Kans., urging the establish-
ment of a Federal motion-picture commission; declare the
motion-picture industry a public utility, to regulate the trade
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practices of the industry, to supervise the selection and
treatment of subject matter during the processes of pro-
duction, and providing for the regulation and supervision of
all pictures in interstate and foreign commerce; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9722. By Mr. LINDSAY; Petition of Brooklyn Chamber of
Commerce, referring to governmental debts due the United
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9723. Also, petition of the Merchants Association of New
York, referring to additional taxation; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

9724, By Mr. LUDLOW : Petitions of citizens of the State
of Indiana, profesting against discriminatory operation of
busses and trucks against railroads; to the Commiftee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

9725. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of Carrie H. Ayer, chairman
of a public meeting, proposing to legalize beer and repeal
or modify the eighteenth amendment; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

9726. By Mr. RUDD: Petition of the Merchants Associa-
tion of New York, referring to taxation, etc.; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

9727. Also, petition of J. & L. Adikes, flour and bakers’
supplies, Jamaica, N. Y., opposing the domestic-allotment
plan; to the Committee on Agriculture.

9728. Also, petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce,
Brooklyn, N. Y., referring to governmental debts due to the
United States; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

9729, Also, petition of Peter Henderson & Co., New York
City, referring to first-class postal rates; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9730. By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Memorial of the Twenty-
first Legislature of the State of Idaho, protesting against
the enactment of House bill 13558; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

9731. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of citizens of Osborne,
Downs, Cawker City, Bloomington, and Portis, Kans., sub-
mitted by J. W. Chandler and signed by 37 others, favoring
the passage of the stop-alien-representation amendment to
the Constitution of the United States;"to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

9732. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church of Whitewater, Mich., opposing the action of
Congress in attempting to legalize the sale of intoxicating
beer; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE

SATURDAY, JANUARY 21, 1933
(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 10, 1933)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a mes-
sage from the President of the United States.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries, who also announced that the President
had approved and signed the following acts:

On January 19, 1933:

S.4791. An act to amend the United States mining laws
applicable to the city of Prescott municipal watershed in the
Prescott National Forest within the State of Arizona;

S.5183. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Board of County Commissioners of Allegheny County, Pa.,
to construet, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the
Monongahela River between the city of Pittsburgh and the
borough of Homestead, Pa.; and

S.5231. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Randolph, Mo.

On January 20, 1933:

S.5252. An act providing for payment of $25 to each en-
rolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds stand-
ing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States.
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On January 21, 1933:

S.4095. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pun-
ish the unlawful breaking of seals of railroad cars contain-
ing interstate or foreign shipments, the unlawful entering
of such cars, the stealing of freight and express packages
or baggage or articles in process of transportation in inter-
state shipment, and the felonious asportation of such
freight or express packages or baggage or articles therefrom
into another district of the United States, and the felonious
possession or reception of the same,” approved February 13,
1913, as amended (U. 8. C., title 18, secs. 409—411), by ex-
tending its provisions to provide for the punishment of
stealing or otherwise unlawful taking of property from pas-
senger cars, sleeping cars, or dining cars; or from passengers
on such cars while such cars are parts of interstate trains,
and authorizing prosecution therefor in any district in which
the defendant may have taken or been in possession of the
property stolen or otherwise unlawfully taken.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted
upon its amendment to the bill (S, 5160) to provide for
loans to farmers for crop production and harvesting during
the year 1933, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the
Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that
Mr. Jones, Mr. FoLMmeR, Mr. Larsen, Mr. HauceNn, and Mr.
PurNELL were appointed managers on the part of the House.

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bill and joint reso-
lution, and they were signed by the Vice President;

S.5059. An act to extend the time for completing the
construction of a bridge across Lake Champlain at or near
Rouses Point, N. Y., and a point at or near Alburgh, Vt.:
and

H. J. Res. 559. Joint resolution to exempt from the tax
on admissions amounts paid for admission tickets sold by
authority of the committee on inaugural ceremonies on the
occasion of the inauguration of the President elect in March,
1933.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Couzens Kean Russell
Austin Cutting Kendrick Schuyler
Baliley Dale Keyes Sheppard
Barbour Davis Eing Shipstead
Barkley Dickinson La Follette Shortridge
Bingham Fess Lewis Smith

Blaine Fletcher Logan Smoot

Borah Frazier Long Bteiwer
Eratton George McGiill Bwanson
Brookhart Glass McNary Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Glenn Moses Thomas, Okla.
Bulkley Gore Neely Trammell
Bulow Grammer Norbeck Tydings
Byrnes Harrison Nye Vandenberg
Capper Hastings Oddlie Wagner
Caraway Hawes Patterson Walsh, Mass,
Connally Hayden Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Coolidge Hebert Reynolds Watson
Copeland Howell Robinson, Ark. Wheeler
Costigan Johnson Robinson, Ind. White

Mr. HEBERT. I wish to announce that my colleague
[Mr. MEeTcartr] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. I
ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish fo announce that the senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], the junior Sena-
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Hurrl, the senior Senator from
Alabama [Mr. Brackl, the junior Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Bankuean], the Senator from Washington [Mr. Diurl,
and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] are absent on
official business, visiting Muscle Shoals.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators have answered
to their names, a quorum is present.
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol=-
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State
of South Carolina, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations:

A concurrent resolution requesting the Senate of the United States
to ratify the seaway treaty

Whereas there is now being considered by the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee of the United States Senate what is known as
“The Seaway Treaty’; and

Whereas the ratification of sald treaty will clear the way for
extending ocean carriage 1,500 miles inland to the heart of the
continent; and

Whereas it is, therefore, to the great interest of the United
States that said treaty be speedily ratified: Now, therefore, be it

Resolvéd by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur-
ring), That the General Assembly of South Carolina does hereby
petition the Senate of the United States to ratify * The Seaway
Treaty " during the pressnt sesslon of Congress; and it is further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the
United States Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a letter
from Benjamin J. Rehert, of Baltimore, Md., making sug-
gestions relative to commodity prices and banking, which
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the
Umatilla County Pomona Grange, Freewater, Oreg., favoring
the passage of legislation to make effective a bounty or sub-
sidy in connection with the tariff on wheat, which were
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also laid before the Senate the petition of Sidney M.
Smoot and sundry other citizens (being single men and
widowers) of the District of Columbia, praying that in the
distribution of the $625,000 recently appropriated for the
relief of needy residents of the District of Columbia that
single men and widowers be not discriminated against and
that such fund be not distributed solely to married persons
and single women, which was referred to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

He also laid before the Senate an affidavit signed by
Eduarda K. Baltuff (Harris), of Savannah, Ga., relative to
the alleged so-called ZEV conspiracy, which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate a letter in the nature of a
petition from Solon W. Bingham, of Boston, Mass., praying
for the adoption of the so-called Sparks-Capper stop alien
representation amendment to the Constitution, which was
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate the memorial of C. L. Wood-
ward and sundry other citizens of Sullivan County, Pa.,
remonstrating against the repeal or modification of the na-
tional prohibition law so as to permit the manufacture and
sale of intoxicating liquors, which was ordered to lie on the
table.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the
East Pasadena Church of the Nazarene, the First Church
of the Nazarene, the Bresee Church of the Nazarene, and the
Foursquare Gespel Church, all of Pasadena, Calif., protest-
ing against the repeal of the eighteenth amendment to the
Constitution or the repeal or meodification of the national
prohibition law, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. KEEAN presented letters and telegrams in the nature
of memorials from sundry banks and citizens in the State
of New Jersey, remonstrating against the practice of giving
publicity to loans made by the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration, which were referred to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

Mr. GRAMMER presented resclutions adopted by the
Chambers of Commerce of Forks and Wenatchee, and also
West Seattle Post No. 160, the American Legion, of Seattle,
all in the State of Washington, favoring the passage of
legislation to compensate for depreciated foreign currencies,
which were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. VANDENBERG presented resolutions adopted by the
Detroit (Mich.) Council of Churches, favoring the prompt
ratification of the World Court protocols, such measure of
disarmament of the nations as can be effected at this time,
and the peaceful solution of international disputes, which
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.
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He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ber-
rien Springs, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of
legislation to modify the national prohibition law so as to
permit the manufacture and sale of beer with an alcoholic
content of 4 per cent according fo volume, which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

Mr. BROOKHART presented resolutions adopted by 69
members of the W. C. T. U.,, of Nevada, and 300 members
of the W. C. T. U., of Oskaloosa, in the State of Iowa, pro-
testing against the repeal of the eighteenth amendment to
the Constitution or the repeal or modification of the na-
tional prohibition law, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presented petitions, numerously signed, of sundry
citizens of Terril, Spirit Lake, and Milford, and of Mrs.
C. A. McLarnand and other citizens of Macksburg, T. H.
Jeys and other citizens of Cresco, Mrs. Mack Robinson and
other citizens of Winterset, and Rev. M. A. Wyman and
other citizens of Centerville, all in the State of Iowa, remon-
strating against the repeal of the eighteenth amendment
to the Constitution or the repeal or modification of the
national prohibition law, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

Mr. COPELAND presented a resolution adopted by the
Thomas E. Atkinson Association (Inc.), of the State of
New York, favoring the financing of the construction of the
Tri-Boro Bridge through a loan from the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation, which was referred to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Good Citi-
zenship League, of Flushing, N. Y., favoring the passage of
legislation providing for the exclusion of aliens in the count
of population for the appointment of Representatives in
Congress, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Bronx-
ville, New Rochelle, Mount Vernon, Hastings, and Larch-
mont, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against
the curtailment or elimination of appropriations for the
maintenance of citizens’ military training camps, which were
referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Branch No.
42, the Fleet Reserve Association, of the Bronx, N. Y., and
vicinity, remonstrating against proposed reductions in the
pay of enlisted men of the Navy, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Rockland
County Chapter, Reserve Officers’ Association of the United
States, of New York State, favoring the making of ade-
quate appropriations for the maintenance of the Regular
Army, the National Guard, Reserve Officers’ Training Corps,
citizens’ military training camps, annual rifle matches, and
civilian rifle clubs, which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Yonkers Teu-
tonia, of Yonkers, and Erste Jablochower Lodge, No. 477,
I. 0. B. A, of New York City, in the State of New York,
favoring the repeal of the so-called economy act, which were
referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented memorials, numerously sigped, of sundry
citizens of Rochester and vicinity, in the State of New York,
remonstrating against proposed reductions in appropriations
for and in the personnel of the Marine Corps, which were
referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented a resolution adopted at Rochester, N. Y.,
by the New York State Horticultural Society favoring the
ratification of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway treaty
with Canada, which was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Gen. Henry
W. Lawton Camp, No. 21, Department of New York, United
Spanish War Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating
against curtailment of pensions, disability allowances, and
compensation to veterans of the Spanish-American War,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JANUARY 21

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Dolgeville
Exchange Club, of Dolgeville, N. Y., favoring Fedéral regu-
lation of common carriers on the highways and by water-
transportation agencies, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a memorial of citizens of New York
Cily and Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against proposed
legislation providing for agricultural relief through the so-
called domestic-allotment plan, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and or-
ganizations of the State of New York, remonstrating against
the repeal of the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution
or the repeal or modification of the national prohibition
law, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a resolution adopted at Rochester,
N. Y., by the New York State Horticultural Society, favoring
the enactment of legislation to establish within the Treas-
ury Department a stabilization bureau for the perpetuation
of the gold standard, which was ordered to lie on the table.

FEDERAL LAND-BANK PRACTICES IN MONTANA

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I have a com-
munication from a very high-class lawyer of my State, who

.writes me concerning foreclosures instituted and prosecuted

by the Federal land bank at Spokane. It contains informa-
tion of a character so important that I am going to ask
that it be incorporated in the REecorp in full. I want to
invite the attention of Senators particularly to a few para-
graphs of the letter.

Having referred to the appropriation of $125,000,000 made
by Congress primarily for purposes of enabling the Federal
land banks to grant extensions to borrowers in these times,
he calls my attention to actual cases of foreclosures that
are now being prosecuted in the county in which he lives
In this connection he says: .

Our Federal land bank has woefully fallen down as an ald to
our farmers and has, indeed, become a considerable factor in their
destruction. Many of the foreclosures, in fact most of them, could
have been avoided. When one recalls that each payment of an
amortization installment retires a portion of the principal debt,
it is apparent that some leniency could be extended farmers who
are honest and able but, through the misfortune of grasshoppers,
drought, and low prices, can not meet their payments.

Particularly is this true in cases gathered for illustration from
my notes where foreclosures were pressed in this county. I will
burden this letter with a few of them:

An instance where 11 installments had been pald, 2 were delin-
quent, and 4 years of taxes unpaid.

Another, where 21 payments had been made, 2 delinquent in-
stallments, and 2 years of delinquent faxes.

Again, one of 13 payments, with 2 delinquent instaliments, and
no delinquent taxes. y

Another instance of 11 installments and a part of the twelfth
having been paid, with 2 delinquent installments and 2 years of
delinquent taxes.

Another, where 20 amortization payments were made, with 6
delinquent semiannual installments and no delinquent taxes.

And so it runs, in similar manner, with 13, 15, and as high as 21
payments. Giving you something concrete, gathered from their
foreclosure record, an instance where 16 amortization payments
of 8325 each had been paid, or a payment of §5200 of a loan of
$9,700, covering 1,073.44 acres, there were 2 delinquent payments
of 8650 and delingquent taxes amounting to $494.52.

He adds:

I have personally read too many of the series of correspondence
emanating from the bank and the borrower to be mistaken in
this respect. The unfortunate farmer is set upon and harassed
by the fleld agent, the management of the bank, and Ifs legal
department until driven to desperation. Our farmers in this area
are almost altogether unable to meet their payments. Nearly all
of them, or a big percentage of them at least, have delinquent
taxes, and they are, I should judge from many recent consulta-
tions, all or nearly all in danger of foreclosure.

Somebody wrongly reports the policies of this bank to Washing-
ton. I heard President Hoover, in his address at Des Moines,
say that they were not prosecuting foreclosures and had not been
foreclosing except in those instances where the farmer himself
surrendered to the inevitable, This is not an exact quotation, but
it is in effect what he said, and I wondered If that was reported
to him by the Federal Land Bank Board. If so, it is in keeping
with what must have been said, at least, by our regional bank.

I talked with a responsible agricultural agent of the Milwaukee
Ralilroad some time ago, and he was amazed at my narration of
the true facts and circumstances concerning the bank's policies,
for he had recently conversed with the officers of the regional
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banks and they had declared in harmony with President Hoover's
statement.

Nevertheless, these foreclosures are taking place in every in-
stance where the farmer does not submit to the ruinous practice
of giving everything he has as security, placing himself in a posi-
tion where he will be pauperized when foreclosure takes place,
and, in addition, confronted with a deficiency judgment.

Mr. President, I should not take the time to put this in
the Recorp were it not for the fact that it is simply cumu-
lative. Further evidence of the same character comes to me,
and I have noted that the same policy is being pursued
throughout the United States. Obviously this merits the
attention of Congress.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter
will be printed in the REcorp, as requested.

The letter is as follows:

. LEwISTOWN, MoNT., January 9, 1933.
Hon., THOMAS J, WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SenaTOR WALSH: I have had in mind for a considerable
period of time taking up with you the situation confronting our
farmers in Montana in their relations with the Federal Land Bank
of Spokane.

Last spring one of the service clubs of this city, expressing alarm
at the growing number of foreclosures and the apparent helpless-
ness of our farmers to protect themselves, requested that I prepare
and deliver an address on the subject of the operation and policies
of the Federal land bank. To this subject I devoted considerable
time and made an investigation of the conduct of its business in
the Judith Basin, which I think fairly reflects its business methods
elsewhere and, as I also judge, its business methods in other
reglonal banks.

This latter observation i{s prompted by an article appearing in
the October 8 number of Colliers, by an author named White. His
article quite clearly parallels, in its narration of facts, the in-
numerable instances of our Spokane bank in its operations in this
area.

Later on I was again called upon to address a meeting of the
chamber of commerce on the same subject and I, at that time,
had secured some additional information, Since August, 1829,
and up to the date of the assembling of my data for the addresses
mentioned (which has been considerably added to since), the Fed-
ecxz)al I?nd bank had foreclosed upon 33,454 acres of land in Fergus

unty.

Loans made by the bank are all amortization loans and run
almost uniformly 32-year tenures. Under the provisions of sec-
tion 771, title 12, U. 8. C. A,, as you are aware, this is the exclusive
method of making loans,

The original capital for these regional banks was prescribed as
#750,000. (Sec. 691, U. 8. C. A.) Under the provisions of section
695, U. 8. C. A,, after the books of the bank were open for 30 days
for subscriptions, it was made the duty of the Secretary of the
Treasury to subscribe for all stock not privately subscribed for.
(Sec. 695, U. B. C. A))

I have been unable to ascertain definitely just who the stock-
holders are in the reglonal banks at the present time, but it is
contemplated by the act, of which the cited sections are a part,
that these land banks shall be under the control of the United
States Government through a natlonal board consisting of the
Secretary of the Treasury, ex officio, and five other 'members
selected by the President. (Sec. 652, U, 8. C. A)

I necd now make no mention of the splendid plan and purpose.
In March of last year Congress appropriated, to be used in the form
of a subscription, $125,000,000, distributed among the 12 Federal
land banks. Two million dollars of this appropriation was made
available to the Spokane bank. In March, 1932, E. M. Ehrhardt,
president of the Spokane bank, was quoted by the Associated
Press to the effect that, since the appropriation did not “ consti-
tute a moratorium or general extension of time to those who
have received loans,” there would be no such construction of its
provisions. He directed attention to the fact that the principal
and interest due to the bank frem borrowers each year exceeded
$7,000,000, and argued that it is clear that the £2,000,000 made
avallable " would be exhausted in less than four months if whole-
sale extensions were granted.”

It will be recalled that additional funds may be obtained by
the banks through the pyramiding of bond issues and I suspect
that, if private capital is involved to any considerable extent, the
troubles I shall point out flow naturally from that fact in con-
junction with other sources of loss of profit.

However that may be, our Federal land bank has woefully fallen
down as an aid to our farmers, and has, indeed, become a con-
siderable factor in their destruction. Many of the foreclosures, in
fact, most of them, could have been avoided. When one recalls
that each payment of an amortization installment retires a por-
tion of the principal debt, it is apparent that some leniency
could be extended farmers who are honest and able but through
the misfortune of grasshoppers, drouth, or low prices can not meet
thelir payments,

Particularly is this true in cases gathered for illustration from
my notes where foreclosures were pressed in this county. I will
burden this letter with a few of them: An instance where 11
installments had been paid, 2 were delinquent, and 4 years of
taxes were unpaid;
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Another where 21 payments had been made, 2 delinquent in-
stallments, and 2 years of delinquent taxes;

Again, one of 13 payments, with 2 delinquent installments, and
no delinquent taxes;

Another instance of 11 installments and a part of the twelfth
having been paid, with two delinquent installments, and two years
of delinquent taxes;

Another where 20 amortization payments were made, with
6 delinquent semiannual installments and no delinquent taxes.

And so it runs, in similar manner, with 13, 15, and as high as
21 payments. Giving you something concrete, gathered from their
foreclosure record, an instance where 16 amortization payments
of $325 each had been paid, or a payment of $5,200 of a loan of
$9,700, covering 1,073.44 acres, there were two delinquent payments
of $650 and delinquent taxes amounting to $494.52.

In every instance, so far as I know—and I think the statement
is correct—it is the policy of the bank in foreclosing to take a
deficiency judgment; and I am reliably informed that it has been
viciously stated, by responsible men in the bank, that this is done
for the purpose of making an example of the farmer. Their fleld
agents are particularly vicious.

The mode of procedure Is almost universally as follows: When
the farmer fails to pay an installment of taxes, or an amortization
installment, he is campaigned at once to make out a financial
statement. I have never seen a more complete blank for search-
ing out every last resource than the blank sent out for this
purposs. He is then told that he will be granted an extension
for the next ensuing installment, if he will give a chattel mortgage
on everything he owns and including the crops to be raised the
next season.

Senator WarsH, I have personally read too many of the serles
of correspondence emanating from the bank and the borrower to
be mistaken in this respect. The unfortunate farmer is set upon
and harassed by the field agent, the management of the bank, and
its legal department until driven to desperation. Our farmers in
this area are almost altogether unable to meet their payments.
Nearly all of them, or a big percentage of them, at least, have
delinquent taxes, and they are, I should judge from many recent
consultations, all, or nearly all, in danger of foreclosure. =

Somebody wrongly reports the policies of this bank to Washing-
ton. I heard President Hoover, in his address at Des Moines, say
that they were not prosecuting foreclosures and had not been fore-
closing except in those instances where the farmer himself sur-
rendered to the inevitable. This is not an exact quotation, but
it is in effect what he said, and I wondered if that was reported
to him by the Federal Land Bank Board. If so, it is in keeping
with what must have been said at least by our regional bank.

I talked with a responsible agricultural agent of the Milwaukee
Railroad some time ago, and he was amazed at my narration of
the true facts and circumstances concerning the bank's policles,
for he had recently conversed with the officers of the regional bank
and they had declared in harmony with President Hoover's
statement.

Nevertheless these foreclosures are taking place in every instance
where the farmer does not submit to the ruinous practice of giving
everything he has as security, placing himself in a position where
he will be pauperized when foreclosure takes place, and, in addi-
tion, confronted with a deficiency judgment.

It hardly seems to me proper to take up so much of your time
in considering this matter. It is difficult, however, to apprise you
of what the law offices know is the practical situation and hold
down the statements to reasonable brevity. I commend to you, if
you have not already read it, the article in Colliers, and also shall
be very glad to elaborate this statement, giving you a complete
transcript of foreclosures and their practical basis, as exemplified
by our records here.

If I may talk in the abstract for a paragraph or two, I wish to
say that a complete snd thorough congressional Investigation of
the operation of the Federal land banks should be made. I can
name, of our most highly responsible farmers here, a goodly num-
ber who, if they produced the correspondence with their bank and
narrated their experlences in this connection, would horrify any
committee making the investigation.

I suspect that greed of gain is entering in and it seems to me
high time that this institution should be thwarted in its apparent
purpose to drive the farmers out of existence and make of them
tenant farmers. I am satisfled that the truth is not known gen-
erally and I believe the Colliers article is putting the case mildly.
I know that this letter only hints at the calamity that is rapidly
overtaking our farmers In the Judith Basin.

It is my suggestion that those members of the national board
should be most thoroughly investigated before appointment to the
end that they prove not to be simply the agents of private capital,
in doing what the act was not designed to do. I have no doubt
that money has been made by the banks by the use of Federal
appropriations in the repurchase of bond issues.

I am sure that if this has been called to your attention, you
have taken steps to remedy the matter, but if perchance your
information has come from official sources, I feel sure that that
has been of a misleading nature. No investigation which does not
result in the hearing of testimony of the borrowers will give any
adequate idea of the autocracy of this institution in its operation.

For more than 20 years I have been connected with our local
banks and I am now still a director in one of them, and I believe
I understand sound banking and proper banking methods. I
solicit from you such further correspondence In the matter as you
care to have with me and assure you that I shall do everything in
my power to acquaint you with the practical situation in any way
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you suggest, but I do say without hesitation that if our farmers
are to be saved something must be done, and done now.

I trust, my dear Senator, that I have not unduly burdened you
with what, I think, is of great moment to our farmers, and I am
sure that whatever seems advisable your experience will enable you
to do.

With kindest personal regards, I am,

Yours very truly,
H. LroNARD DEKALB.

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC LANDS AND SURVEYS COMMITTEE

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 4674)
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents to
school sections 16 and 36, granted to the States by the act
approved February 22, 1889, by the act approved January 25,
1927 (44 Stat. 1026), and by any other act of Congress,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No.
1104) thereon.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

Mr. VANDENBERG, from the Committee on Enrolled
Bills, reported that on to-day, January 21, 1933, that com-
mittee presented to the President of the United States the
enrolled bill (8. 5059) to extend the time for completing the
construction of a bridge across Lake Champlain at or near
Rouses Point, N. Y., and a point at or near Alburgh, Vt.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SMOOT:

A bill (S. 5476) granting a pension to Fannie Standifird
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MOSES:

A bill (8. 5477) granting an increase of pension to Jane
Paro (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. FRAZIER (by request):

A bill (S. 5478) authorizing an appropriation for payment
to the Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of
Ute Indians in the State of Utah for certain coal lands, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. COPELAND:

A bill (8. 5479) for the relief of George B. Marx; to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. TYDINGS (by request) :

A bill (S. 5480) giving the protection of the law to the
worker’s right to work and guaranteeing him an equal share
of the employment available; forming trade associations to
effectuate such rights and to enable such industries to sta-
bilize business and to provide certain benefits for their
employees; and imposing certain excise taxes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. HEBERT:

A bill (S, 5481) authorizing persons, firms, corporations,
associations, or societies to file bills of interpleader or bills
in the nature of interpleader; to the Committee on the
Judiciary. -

By Mr. McNARY:

A bill (S. 5482) granting a pension to Thomas A. Rine-
hart (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. FRAZIER:

A bill (S. 5483) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
in behalf of Indians to purchase the allotments of deceased
Indians, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. WALSH of Montana:

A Dbill (S. 5485) establishing a State game refuge on
islands in the Egg Lakes in the White Earth Indian Reserva-
tion in the State of Minnesota; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs. '

CHANGES OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. NeeLy, the Committee on Military Af-
fairs was discharged from the further consideration of the
bill (S. 2231) for the relief of Henry C. Perrine, and it was
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

On motion of Mr. BarBour, the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys was discharged from the further consideration
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of the hill (8. 5469) to provide for the creation of the Morris-
town National Historical Park in the State of New Jersey,
and for other purposes, and it was referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

AMENDMENT TO THE TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS
APPROPRIATION EBILL

Mr. HEBERT submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 13520, the Treasury and Post
Office Departments appropriation bill, which was ordered to
lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

On page 79, line 18, after “ 16,” to insert “(a)"; and on e 80,
after line 7, to insert the following: R

**(b) Bection 819 of Part II of the legislative appropriation act,
fiscal year 1933, shall not apply to any refund or credit allowed
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue prior to July 1, 1932, on
account of an overpayment in respect of any internal revenue tax.
Appropriations for the payment of any such refund, as well as
for the payment of interest upon any such refund or credit, shall
be available for the payment of principal and interest computed
In accordance with the laws with respect to interest in force at
the time of the allowance of such refund or credit.”

EXPENSES, THIRD INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE AERIAL
LAW (S. DOC. NO. 175)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States, which was read,
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered
to be printed, as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress
the inclosed report from the Secretary of State to the end
that legislation may be enacted authorizing an appropriation
in the sum of $3,500 for the expenses of participation by the
United States in the third international conference on
private aerial law to be held in Rome, Italy, in 1933.

HERBERT HOOVER.

TrE WHITE HOUSE, January 21, 1933.

REPORT OF THE ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States, which was read,
and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, as follows:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the requirements of section 6 of the
trading with the enemy act, I transmit herewith for the
information of the Congress, the annual report of the Alien
Property Custodian on proceedings had under the trading
with the enemy act for the year ended December 31, 1932.

HERBERT HOOVER.

Tee WaITE House, January 21, 1933.

PROHIBITION REPEAL—ADDRESS BY JOUETT SHOUSE

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp excerpts from an address by
Hon. Jouett Shouse upon the repeal of the eighteenth
amendment, the address having been delivered on January
17 at Louisville, Ky.

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

The outcome of repeal legislation at the moment hangs in the
balance. It would be perfectly simple to get Congress to submit
a resolution modifying the eighteenth amendment. The recent
action of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate indicates that it
may be quite difficult—Iif not impossible—to secure from the
present Congress a resolution for outright repeal.

On the opening day of the winter session there was offered in
the House of Representatives a proposal which met the expecta-
tions of the country with reference to repeal and which fulfilled
the promise of the Democratic platform—a pledge that received
overwhelming indorsement in the November elections. This reso-
lution, presented under suspension of the rules and not subject to
amendment, received a vote of 272 as against 144, only 6 less than
the two-thirds necessary to its passage through the House.

That vote represented a sweeping victory for repeal because the
same House less than nine months before had refused even to
consider mere modification by a vote of 187 for and 2327 agalinst
the motion to bring up the Beck-Linthicum measure for action.

Monday of last week the Judiciary Committee of the Senate
reported out a resolution to be considered in that body. This
resolution represents an unfortunate attempt at political expedi-
ency. It seems an apparent effort to ignore the te of the
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people as given in the last election and to continue the ignoble
experiment of Federal control of legislation which affects pecu-
liarly the life and habits of the people and which, under our form
of government, has its only proper place in the several States.

The first section of this Senate anomaly provides for the repeal
of the eighteenth amendment. The next two sections nullify
the first, for they seek, instead of correcting the situation that
has grown up with the attempt of Federal enforcement of a police
statute, to prolong the necessity of Federal jurisdiction in an
intolerable way.

With section 2 of the resolution I have no particular quarrel,
although admittedly it is superfluous. It would seek to put into
the Constitution the protection of so-called dry States against
the shipment of liquor from outside territory. The power to
afford such protection is already inherent in the Congress under
the commerce clause of the Constitution, and legislation with
this in view has been on the statute books for years, as embodied
in the Webb-Kenyon law and the Reed rider of the postal appro-
priation bill.

The constitutionality of the Webb-Kenyon Act was attacked Im-
mediately after its passage some 20 years ago. The case wended
its tortuous way through the courts and a decision was not handed
down by the Supreme Court for approximately four years, but that
decision when made upheld the constitutionality of the law and
thus upheld the right of Congress under the commerce clause of
the Constitution to pass all legislation necessary to protect States
whose laws prohibit the importation or sale of spirituous liquors
from invasion of their rights. Moreover, the validity of the Webb-
Eenyon Act and of other legislation along similar lines has been
in no wise affected by the adoption of the eighteenth amendment
or the passage of the Volstead law. This fact was emphasized by
the Supreme Court in a decision rendered as recently as May of
last year.

In these circumstances it is apparent that the constitutional
power embodied in section 2 of the resolution now pending before
the Senate is wholly unnecessary. As before stated, however, I
have no particular quarrel with this proposed provision, for if its
inclusion in the repeal resolution will give a greater feeling of
security to those States which may desire to remain dry after the
repeal of the eighteenth amendment, then I am perfectly willing
that they should have such assurance.

It is with the third section of the pending resolution that I
take definite issue. That section reads as follows: * Congress
shall have concurrent power to regulate or prohibit the sale of
intoxicating liquors to be drunk on the premises where sold.”

An expression of intent which starts out with provision for
repeal of the eighteenth amendment and later embodies within
its terms the assertion of Federal power in the control of the
method of the sale of liquor is wholly inconsistent. It is neither
fish, flesh, nor fowl, nor even good red herring. The atfempt to
enforce it would involve most of the evils of the present system
and probably new evils of which we do not now have knowledge.
It would mean a continuance of huge Federal expenditures to
maintain an army of snoopers and snipers. It would mean a
continuance of the reign of racketeering and crime, of bribery
and corruption, of Federal interference in the lives and habits of
the people.

The Chicago Tribune puts it this way: “ The folly of such a
provision is not a matter for rational argument. It has been
demonstrated by experience. It will perpetuate the speakeasy.
It will keep prohibition in national politics. It will perpetuate
the revolt of the people of the so-called wet States against the
imposition of the will of dry States if the latter can muster a
majority in Congress. It will leave the door open to a continu-
ance of the methods of Federal enforcement, including the murder
of citizens and the confiscation of property.”

Some distinguished Members of the Senate have ventured the
opinion that the concurrent power sought to be given would never
be exercised by Congress. If that be true, then why confer it?
The history of national legislation, however, has shown that wher-
ever concurrent power or any other power was conferred Congress
very promptly has proceeded to take advantage of the authority.
And if the distinguished apologists for this indefensible section
are right in their surmise that Congress might not at first care
to exercise its jurisdiction, is it not irrefutable that there would
be continuous effort by overzealous prohibitionists to induce, if not
to compel, the Congress to legislate in accordance with this pro-
posed section of the repeal amendment?

The practical fact is—and 1t is recognized by even those advo-
cates of the section who are honest in their expressions concern-
ing it—that this provision has been injected in order that there
may be a continuance of Federal authority over a function that
belongs peculiarly and properly to the States. The practical result
is certain to be a remewed agitation of the whole prohibition
question every time Congress meets, with the inevitable result
of increased confusion and continuous discussion to the detri-
ment of all proper duties of the National Legislature., As the
New York Herald Tribune says, " the attempt would simply per-
petuate the conditions of lawlessness that now prevail. And the
authority to make it would render Congress forever a battle ground
of the ligquor controversy to the exclusion of its proper function.”

And your own influential newspaper, the Louisville Courier-
Journal, remarks that: “ Instead of settling the disturbing liquor
question, it would perpetuate that question. For every congres-
sional campaign would be a desperate fight between the drys and
the wets for the control of Congress, as the drys would realize that
only through their control of Congress would they be able to con-
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trol and abolish the rights of the States to attend to their own
business in the regulation of the liquor traffic.”

The Association Against the Prohibition Amendment does not
desire to attempt dogmatic jurisdiction over legislation for pro-
hibition reform. We do not believe that any outside group should
assume to set itself up as the arbiter of congressional action. On
the other hand, we feel that Congress is the servant, not the mas-
ter, of the people, that its members have been chosen to make
effective the popular will, and that where the people have ex-
pressed themselves clearly upon any given proposition the Con-
gress which represents them must promptly and honestly put the
mandate into effect.

As to the mandate of the last election there is mo question.
The men and women of America want the opportunity to pass
upon the question of outright repeal of the eighteenth amend-
ment. They do not purpose that the issue shall be circumscribed
or embarrassed or confused by a lot of qualifications. The Sen-
ate resolution represents not what the people want or what they
expect. It represents a perverted attempt to appeal to both wets
and drys. It does not contemplate repeal of the eighteenth
amendment but rather an abortive substitute which fails to em-
body what the people demand and what they are entitled to have.

In my judgment this deceptive make-shift will not pass, but,
speaking for the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment,
if by any chance it should receive the necessary votes in the
two Houses of Congress and be offered to the States for adoption,
we shall do all we can to persuade the States to withhold ratifi-
cation. There is both a duty and a responsibility involved to
those groups which have contended for repeal. They must try
to see that the character of resolution offered represents an honest
attempt to deal with a grave problem. Our association would
stultify its mental Integrity, it would cast aspersion upon the
reason for its creation, it would destroy the work of education
that it has carried on for 12 years if it gave approval to—indeed
if it did not frankly condemn—such a proposal as that brought
forth by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate.

The New York Times made the following editorial comment in
its issue of January 11:

“To add the last stroke of genius to this masterpiece of evasion,
ratification by legislatures is substituted for ratification by State
conventions.”

It will be recalled that both the Republican and Democratic plat-
forms adopted last June specified that any suggested constitutional
amendment bearing upon prohibition should be referred for rati-
fication, not to the legislatures of the several States but to con-
ventions in the several States. Opposed in their attitudes on many
phases of the subject there was absolute accord upon this provi-
sion. Further, it should be borne in mind that while in each
convention two different platform planks upon prohibition were
offered, every proposal that was considered embodied the conven-
tion method of reference. And to this provision not the slightest
protest was made in either convention. Has it come to the point
that Members of Congress will sit as delegates to a party conven-
tion and indorse one method of procedure which constitutes a
definite pledge to the electorate and then sit as Members of Con-
gress and adopt a form of procedure that is absolutely contrary to
the promises made? By what excuse can such conduct be justi-
fied? Are party platforms to be considered mere scraps of paper?
Do they represent the attempt to deceive rather than to educate
the public as to what may be expected?

Naturally, there was a reason for the declaration in favor of the
convention method of ratification. When President Hoover's
Wickersham Commission made its report it called attention to the
fact that the eighteenth amendment had been submitted for
action by legislatures, thus depriving the masses of the people of
any right to express themselves upon it. This circumstance was
emphasized by the commission as one of the justified reasons for
widespread dissatisfaction with the ratification of the amendment.

There can be no argument that if, even remotely, the attempt is
to be made to establish a popular referendum upon the question of
repeal it can be secured only through provision for ratification
by State conventions. Members of legislatures are elected because
of a variety of reasons. In the case of the legislatures now in
session, or that will convene later this year, there was no contest
anywhere between candidates on the subject of prohibition. The
country accepted the mandate of the party platforms and assumed
that Congress without question would refer its repeal proposal to
conventions rather than to legislatures. But now it is urged in
the Senate that the platform promises be entirely ignored, that
the people again be deprived of the right to pass upon a question
which so closely affects them, and that barter and trade and log-
rolling, such as would be possible upon this subject in a legislative
body, shall supersede direct expression of the popular will through
State conventions. 5

It has been pointed out by the Scripps-Howard newspapers that
under the legislative systems now prevailing In the States of the
Union 132 State senators in 13 States would have it in their
power to defeat ratification of the amendment. The opportunity
so0 to do will be provided if the pending resolution should pass.

The legislative apportionment in the various States is not based
upon population. The rural sections have representation that is
wholly disproportionate to the urban centers. In some instances
one member of the State senate is provided for each county, and
whether the population of a county is 500 people or 500,000 people
the system is not changed. Thus it is clear that our State legis-
latures as at present constituted do not offer the opportunity to
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express the popular will or voice views that might obtain as a
result of actual popular vote.

Upon what ground is excuse made for this action of the Judiei-
ary Committee of the Senate? In so far as the press discloses
its proceedings the motive of economy is given as the reason. It
is asserted that the election of delegates to the State conven-
tions and the holding of such conventions would involve an ex-
pense to the Federal Government of perhaps $10,000,000.

Probably that is true. Let us accept it as a correct figure.
Let us assume that the expense may reach an even larger sum.
Even in these times of depression, would the Government not be
justified in such an appropriation in order to secure an unquali-
fied expression of the popular will upon this vexing and con-
troversial question? And would it not be worth all that is sug-
gested, and much more besides, for the people to have the oppor-
tunity to root out of their Constitution a police power which
never belonged there and return to the States control over the
entire liquor question?

It is undenied even by the most ardent advocate of prohibi-
tion that literally billions of dollars are involved now in the
illicit liquor industry, and the Federal Government not only
gathers no tax therefrom but is put to the expense of multiplied
millions each year in the attempt to enforce an unenforceable
law., On the ground of betterment of the fiscal affairs of the
Nation there is every argument for prohibition reform. But there
is even a higher right. The people of this country must be given
the privilege of expressing themselves through their own conven-
tions in the several States as to their wishes either for or against
repeal. To-day there is widespread controversy as to how the
people stand. Let us find out. The only method whereby a de-
termination can be had is through the convention method of
ratification.

Perhaps it is a mere coincidence, but there is a startling analogy
in the fact that the defenders of the eighteenth amendment, those
who earnestly advocate its continuance and its further attempted
enforcement, practically without exception, take the position that
if any resolution is to be submitted it shall be referred to legis-
latures, They admit that they propose this method because it
will mean delay. Is not this of itself a compelling reason why
those who favor repeal should insist upon reference to conven-
tions? Certainly they may be assured thereby of two things:
First, far more prompt action than could be achieved through
legislatures, and, second, the opportunity for an honest and un-
circumseribed expression of the popular will.

The Baltimore Sun takes the following editorial tion: “ There
are compelling reasons why the issue should not be submitted to
State legislatures. To do so would likely cause prolonged delay,
inviting nation-wide participation in the fight in every State,
offering opportunities for corruption, plunging the country into
continued excitement and bad feeling, to say nothing of the
cn?t(l,:éc conditions that would prevail while the issue was being
se .ﬂ

A surprising development of the whole prohibition agitation of
the last two months has been the assertion by many well-inten-
tioned men and women, who honestly believe the eighteenth
amendment should be retained, that the issue of prohibition was
not involved in the recent election. Some of them have gone so
far as to say that the people did not express themselves upon the
question even remotely, that other considerations were responsible
entirely for the verdict given.

It is interesting to contrast the contentions now voiced by these
zealous advocates with their expressions following the election of
1928. Without exception they claimed in November of 1928 that
the election of Herbert Hoover and a Republican Congress con-
stituted a ‘'mandate from the American voters for retention of the
elghteenth amendment. They declared unequivocally that it was a
clear indorsement of national constitutional prohibition. For ex-
ample, Mrs. Henry W. Peabody, chairman of the Women’s National
Committee for Law Enforcement, used this significant language:

“ The election of Herbert Hoover is the answer to the cry for a
referendum on the eighteenth amendment. The voters have de-
clared they want more, not less, prohibition; more, not less, en-
forcement of the eighteenth amendment. Mr. Hoover and the
Republican Party have received a mandate on this amendment.”
Mrs. Peabody asserted that the issue of the 1928 elections was
“not the tariff nor the farm issue nor prosperity ” but that it was
prohibition.

Dr, F. Scott McBride, superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League,
declared in 1928: “ Hoover's overwhelming victory is conclusive
proof that the great majority of the American people wish pro-
hibition to succeed. This result is an impressive and decisive
repudiation by the people of the Assoclation Against the Prohibi-
tion Amendment."

The Rev. Dr. Clarence True Wilson, general secretary of the
Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and Public Morals of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, went a step farther. He said: “If
Governor Smith and his partisans have the slightest regard for the
interests of the Democratic Party, not to say of the country, they
will surely accept the result of the election as final evidence that
prohibition is the settled policy of the American people.”

I have no desire either to challenge or to defend those interpreta-
tions of the electlon of 1928, but I have the right to insist that
the men and women favorable to the elghteenth amendment shall
be consistent.

Wholly aside from the fact that it was a Democrat rather than
a Republican who was elected in 1932—and our association knows
no partisanship—Iit is, of course, a matter of record that a presi-
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dential candidate who stood 100 per cent for outright repeal
and candidates for the Senate and House who stood with him on
that platform were chosen over those who adhered to the principle
of retention of a police regulation in the National Constitution.
If our friends among the drys correctly analyzed the election results
of 1928, will they not be equally frank in their acceptance of the
results of 19327

The Rev. Dr. Daniel A. Poling, chairman of the allled forces
for prohibition, issued a statement to newspapermen in Washing-
ton on August 14 last, three days after President Hoover's accept-
ance speech. Doctor Poling declared he started out with an
organization of 1,500,000 voters who would support Mr. Hoover
while seeking to bring about the election of Members of the Sen-
ate and House who would oppose submission of the issue of
repeal to the American people.

“The allied forces,” Doctor Poling sald, “ will conduct an ag-
gressive campaign for the election of Senators and Representa-
tiwz;l whether they be Democrats or Republicans, who are against
repeal.”

In a subsequent exchange of telegrams with Presldent Hoover,
made public on August 23, Doctor Poling said the indorsement of
Mr. Hoover by the allied forces had received the “ overwhelming
approval " of the members of the various dry organizations, and
he added, “ This indorsement is already a rising tide that will, I
Iéenl!.l:;e‘.’ directly and largely affect election results in many

At Winona Lake, Ind., on August 19, 1932, Doctor McBride, of
the Anti-Saloon League, stated the issue clearly and accurately
when he sald: “Our major task as to the coming campaign is
clearly presented in the election of Congressmen, who, In the last
analysis, have sole responsibility for amending the Constitution.
We will support those candidates who stand definitely committed
in opposition to either repeal or modification.”

Doctor McBride and his associates had every right to do just
what he suggested. I have not the slightest doubt that they
carried out literally the plan made clear in his statement and that
they placed behind candidates for national legislative office, who
agreed with their views on the prohibition guestion, all of the
vast resources of their combined organizations. I am happy that
they did. It clarified the whole guestion. It made the issue
plain to every voter, The result was recorded. Throughout the
country those who stood for repeal were swept into office by over-
whelming majorities, and the obviously proper course now is that
the outcome be accepted and effort not be made to deny that pro-
hibition was the real issue in multiplied instances.

The advocates of retention of the prohibition amendment of
whom I speak are excellent men and women—law-ablding, God-
fearing citizens. I question neither their loyalty nor their patriot-
ism nor their good intent. And I call upon them, if they meant
what they said with reference to the 1928 election, to accept the
mandate of the election of 1932. I call upon them to cease their
claims that the chosen national legislators were placed in office
solely’ because they were Democrats, not because they were for
repeal, and that therefore they have neither moral obligation nor
political responsibility to support the platform declaration of the
Democratic Party.

In no election in the history of our country has there been so
overwhelming a majority given, both by popular vote and in the
electoral college. The administration that comes into power on
March 4, and the Congress chosen to serve with it, are charged
with grave responsibility., The platform upon which these candi-
dates stood represents their sacred compact with the American
people. No other plank of that platform was quite so explicit,
no other promise was quite so definite, as the pledge for repeal
of the eighteenth amendment. The Seventy-third Congress is
bound In a most positive way to meet the expectations of the
people. I have every faith in its good intent and in its honesty
of purpose. I feel assured that the resolution now pending before
the Senate of the Seventy-second Congress, unless corrected to
conform to Democratic platform promises, will be defeated in one
or the other house of that Congress. I feel equally certain that
among the first acts of the initial session of the Seventy-third
Congress will be a resolution calling for outright repeal of the
eighteenth amendment to be acted upon in conventions of the
several States.

RESTRICTIONS APPLICABLE TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED
CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana obtained the floor.

Mr. FRAZIER, I present the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the Senate to House bill 8750. I under-
stand that it is a privileged matter, and I ask unanimous
consent that the report may be immediately considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the report be read.

Mr. GLASS. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. GLASS. Under what order of business are we now
proceeding?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill of which the Senator
from Virginia is in charge is now before the Senate, but the
presentation of the report submitted by the Senator from
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North Dakota is privileged and will not interfere with the
bill of the Senator from Virginia.

Mr, LONG. It is privileged?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a privileged matter. The
clerk will read the report.

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 8750) relative to restrictions applicable to Indians of
the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, having mef, after
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 4; and agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the maftter
proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert:

“ SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized to permit, in his discretion and subject to his
approval, any Indian of the Five Civilized Tribes over the
age of 21 years having restricted funds or other property
subject to the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior,
to create and establish, out of the restricted funds or other
property, trusts for the benefit of such Indian, his heirs, or
other beneficiaries designated by him, such trusts to be cre-
ated by contracts or agreements by and between the In-
dian and incorporated trust companies or such banks as
may be authorized by law to act as fiduciaries or trustees:
Provided, That no frust company or bank shall be trustee
in any trust created under this act which has paid or prom-
ised to pay to any person other than an officer or employee
on the regular pay roll thereof any charge, fee, commis-
sion, or remuneration for any service or influence in secur-
ing or attempting to secure for it the trusteeship in any
trust: Provided further, That all trust agreements or con-
tracts made or entered into prior to the date of approval
of this act, and all contracts or agreements made or entered
into prior to said date providing for or looking to the/crea-
tion of such trust or trusts shall be null and voidiunless
such contracts or agreements shall have heretofore been
approved by the Secretary of the Interior.

“Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized, upon the execution and approval of any
trust agreement or contract as herein provided, to transfer,
or cause to be transferred, to the trustee, from the indi-
vidual restricted or trust funds or other restricted property
of the respective Indian, the funds or property required by
the terms of the approved agreement, and the funds or
property so transferred shall in each case be held by the
trustee subject to the terms and conditions of the trust
agreement or contract creating the trust, separate and
apart from all assets, investments, or trust estates in the
hands of said trustee.

“ Src, 4. None of the restrictions upon the funds or prop-
erty transferred under the terms of any such trust agree-
ment or contract shall be in any manner released during the
continuance of the restriction period now or hereafter pro-
vided by law, except as provided by the terms of such agree-
ment or contract, and neither the corpus of said trust nor
the income derived therefrom shall, during the restriction
period provided by law, be subject to alienation, or encum-
brance, nor to the satisfaction of any debt or other liability
of any beneficiary of such trust during the said restriction
period. The trustee shall render an annual accounting to
the Secretary of the Interior and to the beneficiary or bene-
ficiaries to whom the income for the preceding year, or any
part thereof, was due and payable.

“Sec. 5. Trust agreements or contracts executed and ap-
proved as herein provided shall be irrevocable except with
the consent and approval of the Secretary of the Interior:
Provided, That if any trust, trust agreement, or contract be
annulled, canceled, or set aside by order of any courtf, or
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otherwise, the principal or corpus of the trust estate, with all
accrued and unpaid inferest, shall be returned to the Secre-
tary of the Interior as restricted individual Indian property.

“ Sec. 6. If, after the creation and approval of any trust,
it is found that said trust was procured in violation of any
of the provisions of this act, or that the trustee designated
therein has failed or refused to properly perform the duties
imposed thereby, in accordance with the terms, provisions,
and requirements of said trust agreement, it shall be the
duty of the Attorney General to institute appropriate pro-
ceedings in the Federal courts for the cancellation and an-
nulment of said trust by court decree, and upon decree of
annulment and cancellation, which shall be at the cost of
the trustee, and after accounting, but without the allowance
of any fee, charge, or commission for any services rendered
by the trustee, all funds held by the trustee shall be paid to
the Secretary of the Interior as restricted funds, and the
Federal courts are hereby given exclusive jurisdiction of all
actions involving an accounting under any trust created
under the provisions of this act, and all actions to cancel,
annul, or set aside any trust entered into pursuant to this
act.

“ Skc. 7. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized
to prescribe such rules and regulations as he may deem
necessary for the proper administration of this act. He
shall fix and determine the value of each trust, reviewing
such valuation from time to time as he may deem necessary,
and, for the faithful performance of each trust agreement or
contract, shall require corporate surety company bond egual
to the value of the respective trust so fixed and determined,
or the deposit of securities of the United States Government
equal to such amount: Provided, however, That trusts cre-
ated under the provisions of this act shall not extend beyond
a period 21 years after the death of the last survivor of the
named beneficiaries in the respective trust agreement.”

And on page 2, line 18, of the House bill, strike out “2"
and insert “8.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

LynN J. FRAZIER,
THoS. D. SCHALL,
ELmer THOMAS,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
Encar HOWARD,
ScoTT LEAVITT,
Managers on the part of the House.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the conference report?

Mr. KING. Mr, President, may I inquire of the chairman
of the committee the full import of the conference report?
Does it mean that the restrictions, if any, heretofore im-
posed by law upon the alienation of property shall be
removed or that they are continued?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, may I answer
that question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. :

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am sure this matter will
take only a moment. The conference report has to do-
entirely with a measure affecting the Five Civilized Tribes in
Oklahoma. By operation of law the restriction period ex-
pired on certain funds and property about two years ago.
This measure seeks to reimpose restrictions upon some of
the large estates and vast sums of money in my State. That
is the restriction feature of the bill. The second part is a
trust provision similar to the bill which passed this body
some five times. It adds to the restriction bill and makes it
permissible for the Secretary of the Interior to create a frust
estate for some of these rich Indians so that their funds
may be protected and preserved. That is the whole import
of the proposed law.

Mr. KING. If this bill does not remove restrictions on the
alienation of land, I have no objection to it.
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It seeks to reimpose restric-
tion upon certain Indians.

Mr. KING. I have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I should like to discuss the
matter for a few moments.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I can not yield
for a discussion if it will take any considerable time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana de-
clines to yield. 1

Mr. LONG. I beg the Senator’'s pardon. I do not care to
go ahead of the Senator from Indiana.

The VICE PRESIDENT. All in favor of adopting the
report——

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, have I not the right to speak
on that question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has if there is no
lobjection to the consideration of the report; but if there is
objection, the report will remain on the table.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Let me inguire if the Sena-
tor from Louisiana expects to consume much time in what
'he has to say.

Mr. LONG, I should say I would occupy about 15 or 20
minutes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then, I should like to pro-
ceed with the remarks I desire to make.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana de-
clines to yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May I suggest to the Senator
from North Dakota that the matter he has before the Senate
at this time be held in abeyance for a few moments, until I
shall have concluded? I think I will not detain the Senate
more than a few moments.

Mr, LONG subsequently said: Mr. President, I wish to
withdraw my objection to the conference report submitted
by the Senator from North Dakota and allow it to go through.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report submitted by the Senator from North
Dakota.

The report was agreed to.

BANKING ACT

The Senate resumed consideration of the bill (8. 4412) to
provide for the safer and more effective use of the assets of
Federal reserve banks and of national banking associations,
to regulate interbank control, to prevent the undue diversion
of funds into speculative operations, and for other purposes.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Rosinson] has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from
Montana? :

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I yield briefly.

Mr. WHEELER. In order to save time, I was going to ask
unanimous consent that the Senate take a vote on the Brat-
ton amendment out of order, and for that purpose that there
be laid aside temporarily the pending amendment and that
the vote on the Bratton amendment be had at 1 o’clock to-
day. I ask that my request for unanimous consent may be
put. X

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield for that purpose?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the Senator will make it
1.30 o'clock, I think I shall be through long before 1 o’clock;
but it will necessitate a quorum call, and I suggest, anyway,
that he make the hour 1.30 o'clock.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Action on the request will
not require a quorum call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum call would not be
required under the unanimous-consent request as proposed.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, An agreement to vote on
the amendment, if it should be made, would not require a
call for a quorum.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Very well; I have no objec-
tion at all. I hope I will be through, and I think I shall,
before that time,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Montana?

Mr. VANDENBERG. Let it be stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Montana
repeat his request?

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that at 1
o'clock—I am not particular as to the exact hour and am
willing to make it 1.30, if that is more satisfactory—that the
pending amendment be temporarily laid aside and that the
Senate take a vote on the so-called Bratton amendment at
that time.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I wish to concur in the sug-
gestion of the Senator from Montana. The Senator from
New Mexico, as I understand, intends to offer his amend-
ment in a somewhat modified form, with some slight correc-
tions. Would it not be better to offer it now?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I am sorry
that I can not yield indefinitely.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana de-
clines to yield further. The Senator from Indiana has the
floor.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not like to object, but
I am a little fearful that I might not be able to finish within
the time suggested.

Mr. WHEELER. I suggest that a vote be taken at 1.30,
and I am assuming that the vote will be taken on the
Bratton amendment as perfected by the Senator from New
Mexico.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, before the amendment is
formally offered, I wish to perfect it in certain respects.
Virtually all Senators interested in it are familiar with
the proposed changes. I am entirely willing to offer it at
1.30, after having perfected it, and I should like to have
a vote on it at that time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from Louisiana will have to be disposed of, because no
other amendment is in order at this time.

Mr. LONG. We are asking for unanimous consent to
allow the Bratton amendment to go ahead of all other
amendments. That can be done, as I understand, only by
unanimous consent.

Mr. . SMOOT. Mr. President, if this matter is going to
lead to any further debate, I shall object.

Mr. FESS. Question!

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere objection to the request
of the Senator from Montana?

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing
to facilitate the procedure as indicated, but I think we
should have a few moments to understand the Bratton
amendment when it is submitted. If the Senator from
Indiana is going to occupy the floor until 1 o’clock or 1.30
o'clock, I submit it would scarcely be fair to call for an
immediate vote thereafter. I suggest to the Senator from
Montana that he renew his request when the Senator from
Indiana shall have concluded, and suggest an hour beyond
the time when the Senator from Indiana shall have
finished.

Mr. WHEELER. That is perfectly satisfactory to me.

FOREIGN DEBTS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will
proceed.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, Mr. Roose-
velt, the President elect of the United States, has come and
gone and reverberations in the public press have followed.
Some of the headlines in this morning’s newspapers, Mr.
President, are disturbing to some of us who believe that the
Congress of the United States has declared its policy on
the foreign debts; and since the Congress of the United
States has full authority to declare a policy on this ques-
tion, it seems scarcely within the province of either the
President or the President elect to undertake to alter that
policy which has been definitely stated and in emphatic
terms.

Mr. President, this morning the Baltimore Sun carries a
headline reading as follows:
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Doors opened wide by United States for debt adjustments by
nations in good standing.

The “door is opened wide,” although we had supposed,
after Congress had acted last year, that the door had been
definitely closed on that proposition.

The Philadelphia Inquirer carries a headline this morn-
ing reading as follows:

Roosevelt acts to reopen talks on British debt.

The Washington Post carries this headline:
Britons invited here to reopen debt issue.

And then follows a story, a part of which I read at this
time:

Three hours after President-elect Roosevelt had left for his
sojourn South yesterday Secretary of State Henry L. Stimson
formally invited the British Covernment In his name to send rep-
resentatives to Washington to confer on the war debts and “ ways
and means for improving the world situation.” The invitation
was transmitted through the British ambassador, Sir Ronald Lind-
say, who called at the department last night to receive the invita-
tion orally.

Then I read this statement from the same article:

The initiative for the step was taken by the President elect him-
self in the course of his informal talk with Colonel Stimson a
fortnight ago.

It was learned authoritatively that the British Government has
been inquiries over a considerable period of time as to
the most expedient way of opening the debt negotiations.

Mr. President, this is all amazing, I imagine, to the Mem-
bers of both Houses of Congress who have declared their
position in no uncertain terms on this question. Of course,
everyone must understand perfectly that it merely gives
encouragement to all those nations which owe enormous
debts to the people of the United States to default in the
payment of those obligations.

There is a very enlightening article in the New York Times
of this morning, a part of which I quote:

Bome observers are disposed to believe that, on the other hand,
Mr. Roosevelt was warned last night by Democratic leaders that
the next Congress will not agree to any reductions in the debt
of any country, and that he authorized to-day's communiqué in

to inform those leaders that he is determined that they
shall change their minds in the case of Great Britain. That,
they assert, is the reason why, though he later sald that “all

debtors " may come to Washington with their cases, the request of
Great Britaln was stressed.

Mr. President, I do not know what authority the press
has for making these statements, but I do know that the
American press is usually exceptionally well-informed, and
I assume that what has been written by various representa-
tives of the press in the quotations I have read has been
based largely on factual knowledge.

Mr. President, I wish either Mr, Hoover or Mr. Roosevelt
would walk out on the street and talk to any 10 American
citizens on this question, and I think they would find that
10 out of the 10 are opposed to transferring to the backs
of the American taxpayers these enormous debts due from
Europe to the American people. There is no question in the
world but that they are taxed to death mow—the farmers
of the country, the small property owners, and the people
generally—and here now again the whole thing is to be re-
opened. We are to have more negotiations about these
debts, when, as has been stated time and again on this floor,
and no one will controvert the statement, the debtor nations
have had the debts canceled already, completely and more,
to overflowing. All in the world the Debt Funding Commis-
sion has asked them to do is to pay the interest over a
period of 62 years; and that interest will be less than 4 per
cent, while the American taxpayer must pay the debts twice
if they are transferred back to his shoulders. He must pay
the 4 per cent interest on the bonds and he must pay the
principal as well.

Apparently our statesmen, especially in executive office
and those who are to be in executive office, have far more
regard for Europe and Europe’s welfare than for the welfare
of the American people, sorely overburdened as they are at
the moment, to say nothing of the economic distress that
exists all over the land. We still owe more than $20,000,-
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000,000 of this bonded indebtedness in principal, all of
which must be paid. .

Mr. President, it seems to me that statements of this
kind coming from both the outgoing President and the in-
coming President are not only disconcerting to the American
people, but they must be positively startling.

I wish Mr. Roosevelt, so far as he is concerned—and he
has my best wishes; God knows I want the country to get
out of this depression at the earliest possible moment, be-
cause the situation is almost as grave as it possibly could
be—but I wish Mr. Roosevelt, coming into the Presidency
on March 4, would concenfrate his intellect and his powers
of thinking and all his faculties on how to remedy the
situation for the American people and forget about Europe
and the rest of the world for a moment, and try to solve
some of the problems we have confronting us here. I think
that sort of concentration is the thing that the American
people are looking forward to.

I do not seem to have at hand the exact wording of the
statement given out, but I suppose it is not necessary to
read it. The gist of it all has been given in what I have
said before. The joint statement issued by the incoming
President and the outgoing President, or in their names,
was to the effect that the representatives of Great Britain
had been invited here; and, of course, that is confirmed in
what was said before.

I note, too, Mr. President—though I shall not take the
time to read what has been said—that the debtor nations
generally and in their press are quoted as being immensely
pleased with the result of these conferences between these
two distinguished American citizens—one the present Chief
Executive and the other fo come into that high office on
March 4.

Mr. President, I submit that the Congress of the United
States ought to protest against this usurpation of a.ut.hority,{
because that is unquestionably what it is. The authority
belongs to Congress to declare this policy. Congress has
spoken, definitely and positively; and there should be no
attempt on the part of anybody to set aside that policy,
which has been so thoroughly and emphatically stated.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, with many
of the statements made by the Senafor from Indiana [Mr.
Ropinson] during the course of his speech yesterday I am
in sympathy. I do not feel, however, that the address de-!
livered by him this morning is just; and for that reason:
exception to some of his statements is taken.

He has declared that it is a usurpation of authority for
the President, or the President elect acting in anticipation
of his coming into responsibility, to discuss a question with
a foreign nation at the request of that government.

So far as I can recall, there never has been an instance
when a courfeous application for the discussion of an in-
ternational question, or of a question that involves infer-
national relations, has been made by one government to
another that it has been denied.

With respect to the declaration that it is a usurpation of
authority by the President, let me point out to the Senator
from Indiana what, in his less agitated moments, he must
know and recognize to be the fact:

The President, under the Constitution, is charged with
the responsibility of conducting foreign relations; and under
that power he can discuss, or for that matter negotiate,
with every recognized government. So that it is an er-
roneous statement of fact, not to say a misrepresentation,
for the Senator from Indiana to assert that in complying
with the request of the British Government for a discus- |
sion of the subject of war debts the President is usurping '
authority.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield to the Senafor from Indiana?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is perfectly proper.
The American Government can discuss any question with a
foreign government; but I submit to the Senator from
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Arkansas—for whom I have the highest personal regard,
as he well knows--that we have all the machinery for that
sort of negotiation. We have an ambassador at the Court
of St. James. They have an ambassador here. We have
embassies or legations in the capitals of all of these debtor
nations; and those negotiations should be conducted
through the regular channels,

I understood at one time that that was the position taken
by the President elect, which position seems to have been
changed; nor should I quarrel with that. It is perfectly
proper for negotiations to be conducted from time fo time
between governments. What I object to is the proposition
of reopening the whole debt question when Congress says it
has been closed, and having representatives come from those
countries to this country for the purpose of reopening these
negotiations. Everybody in the world knows that as soon as
they are reopened it means reduction or cancellation, or
both, and that is the whole purpose of reopening negotia-
tions.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, the admis-
sion made by the Senator from Indiana that it is not a
usurpation of authority on the part of the President——

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have not made that
admission.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Well, Mr. President, will
the Senator permit me to use a little of my own time? I say
that he did make that admission. He said that he has no
objection and recognizes the right of the Executive to con-
duct negotiations or discussions; but he insists upon impos-
ing on the Executive his view as to the agencies or the
manner of the discussion. That is a mere matter of detail.

I am inclined myself to believe that the diplomatic agen-
cies are adequate for the discussion of questions that may
arise on this subject; but I am not intrusted with the
responsibility of determining that question.,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I yield to the Senator
for a question.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does not the Senator, then,
agree with me that since Congress has spoken and declared
its policy on this very question, the Executive should have
said to the representatives of these debtor nations, “ The
door is closed. Congress, which has the sole authority to
close the door, has closed it. There is nothing to negotiate ”?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if that ques-
tion were asked from a less respectable source, I would
.answer it in a manner different from the way in which I am
going to answer it.

Why, Mr. President, certainly Congress can not foreclose
the right of the President to discuss international questions.
Certainly Congress can not prevent the President from nego-
tiating on an international question.

I am in sympathy with the decision made by the Congress.
I am in sympathy with the attitude taken by the Congress
in its joint resolution respecting the subject of the payment
or collection of war debts; but I do not approve an assertion
that Congress is the only body that can negotiate about or
discuss these questions. Indeed, Congress has no power in
that particular,

I point out to the Senator from Indiana that before any
arrangement can go into effect—if a new arrangement were
to be proposed—it must either be ratified as a treaty by the
Senate, or approved by the Congress in the exercise of its
legislative authority.

Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana is playing cheap
politics. He has not raised an issue in the interest of the
American people as I conceive it. He is attempting to do
the small thing of trying to arouse prejudice against the
present President and against the incoming President, who,
for reason, are cooperating, in a measure, on this subject;
‘and that is not an exalted course to pursue.

In the conduct of international relations it has been the
policy of most public men to abstain from partisan action.
It is entirely true that political parties have adopted plat-
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forms having relation to international issues, and it is proper
that they shall do so. The Democratic Party, in its last
platform, adopted a plank on this subject. The Repubhca.n
Party was strangely silent.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield to the Senator from Louisiana?

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. LONG. I do not care what the Democratic Party and
the Republican Party have adopted; is it not pretty well
conceded that under the economic conditions now prevail-
ing the countries can not discharge these obligations?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is con-
tended by the British Government and by other govern-
ments that they can not meet their obligations according
to the terms of their contracts, and they have asked us to
hear them on that question. The Senator from Indiana
would have the President of the United States, whether he
be a Democrat or Republican, refuse the courtesy of a hear-
ing. It will be time enough for the Senator from Indiana
to offer criticism when the Executive authority presents to
the Congress its treaty or its recommendation, if the Exec-
utive shall take that course.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield for a question.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It will be entirely too late
then. The damage will all have been done. The reduction
and the cancellation will be accomplished.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I repeat,
the Senator from Indiana has no right to assume that, be-
cause courteous consideration is extended to the British
Government upon its request in connection with these
debts, some effort is being made to do injustice to our own
people. It would be an act of gross discourtesy to refuse
the request of the British Government. I think the British
Government is entitled to a hearing.

I recall that the British Government got the worst of the
bargain when these debt settlements were being made.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr., President, will the
Senator yield to another question?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the Senator think the
British are less able to pay than the American people now
are?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That question has no rela-
tionship whatever to the subject I am discussing, and the
Senator from Indiana must know that. I repeat the state-
ment, that when a friendly government asks my Govern-
ment to discuss an international question, I do not care who
is President or what narrow-minded Senator objects, I am
willing to extend that courtesy and take my share of the
criticism that is involved in extending it.

The British Government had the worst of the bargain in
the debt settlements, and if, while she is going forward meet-
ing her obligation, and other governments better able to pay
than she are refusing to meet their obligations, she asks for
a discussion of the question as it affects her, it is inconceiv-
able to me that any patriotic American would make politics
out of it when the attempt is made to accord her reasonable
consideration.

I do not wish fo prolong this discussion. I thought—and
it seems to me now—that the remarks this morning of the
Senator from Indiana were calculated to create an erroneous
impression, and to reflect themselves in prejudice. We
may entertain all the prejudice we please against the British
Government, but the British people are a great people. They
are a courageous people. They have during the last 150
years had a great ruling group. It would be exceedingly
unfortunate, in my judegment, if the Congress of the United
States should place itself in an attitude of denying fair
consideration to existing conditions and to questions and
issues which the British Government asks the liberty of
presenting to this Government.
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I can conceive that a nation in default, admittedly able
to pay, stands upon an entirely different basis. As far as I
am concerned, that fact shall be kept in mind when an
arrangement of readjustment is presented to the Senate for
consideration and action, if any shall be presented.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I have located
the statement as to the White House conference as it was
printed in this morning’s edition of the New York Times. I
send it to the desk and ask that it be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading
of the statement? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary
will read as requested.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

STATEMENT ON WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE

WasHINGTON, January 20—Following to-day's conference be-
tween President Hoover and President-elect Roosevelt this state-
ment was issued at the White House:

“The conference between the President and the President elect
this morning was attended by Secretaries Stimson and Mills and
Messrs. Norman Davis and Moley. The discussions were devoted
mainly to a canvass of the foreign situation, and the following
statement covering the procedure to be followed was agreed upon:

“The British Government has asked for a discussion of the
debts. The incoming administration will be glad to receive their
representative early in March for this purpose. It is, of course,
necessary to discuss at the same time the world economic prob-
lems in which the United States and Great Britain are mutually
interested, and, therefore, that representatives should also be sent
to discuss ways and means for improving the world situation.

“ It was settled that these arrangements will be taken up by the
Secretary of State with the British Government.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I just wanted
to make this brief rejoinder to the statement made by my
good friend the Senator from Arkansas. I do not agree with
him in the slightest degree that Great Britain got the worst
of the deal. It is true, perhaps, that less favorable terms
were accorded Great Britain than were accorded France and
Italy.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator permit me——

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. When I finish this state-
ment. All the principal of the debt was canceled, so far as
Great Britain was concerned, and only a little more than
3 per cent interest did she agree to pay, over a period of 62
years, while our people must pay 4 per cent, and more,
throughout the years, as well as the principal. In the fund-
ing of the indebtedness we have canceled the principal for
debtor nations. Now I yield to the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, what I in-
tended to say was that, taking into consideration the
arrangements effected with other borrowers, Great Britain
got the worst of the bargain. I thought that was the plain
import of my language. If it was not, I make the statement
now.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That may be true; but, as
far as the United States is concerned, Great Britain got the
better of the bargain.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, let me point
out that the joint statement submitted for the Recorp by
the Senator from Indiana shows, as was stated during my
former remarks, that a request had been received from the
British Government.

Let me also point out this fact, that the time elapsing
between March 4 and the date when the next payment will
become due will be comparatively brief. I do not assume any
authority to speak for President-elect Roosevelt, but I can
see, as I think everyone who hears me can see, that it was
probably necessary to proceed as soon as practicable after
the inauguration of the new President in order that the
hearing might be completed by the next date of maturity.

BANKING ACT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4412)
to provide for the safer and more effective use of the assets
of Federal reserve banks and of national banking associa-
tions, to regulate interbank control, to prevent the undue
_diversion of funds into speculative operations, and for other

purposes.
Mr. LONG obtained the floor.
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Mr. WHEELER, Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Louisi-
ana yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. LONG. 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. I renew the request for unanimous con-
sent which I made a short time ago, namely, that at 15
minutes past 1 we vote upon the so-called Bratton amend-
ment as perfected by the Senator from New Mexico.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that
the Senator from Louisiana, in order to make this matter
clear on the record, should withdraw his amendment.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator from
New Mexico. I withdraw for the time being my proposed
amendment to the Vandenberg amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Montana?

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I have no objection
to the request, if I may be recognized to make a brief state-
ment showing to the Senate what the issue is. !

Mr. LONG. I will yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, the amend-
ment of the Senator from Louisiana will be withdrawn, and
the Senator from New Mexico offers the amendment which
will be reported.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, before it is offered for-
mally, I desire to perfect it in three respects.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not been formally of-
fered, so the Senator may perfect it.

Mr. BRATTON. In line 1, after the word “ may,” I mod-
ify the amendment by inserting the language “with the
approval of the Comptroller of the Currency.” In line 5,
I strike out the word “ permitted ” and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ expressly authorized.” In line 6, I strike out the
period and insert this language, “ and subject to the restric-
tions as to location imposed by the law of the State on State
banks.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the modified
amendment will be considered as pending, and the unani-
mous-consent agreement submitted by the Senator from
Montana is entered into.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, complying with a request
just made to me by the Senator from New York [Mr. CopE-
1anDp], I shall read the amendment thus perfected, so that
the Senators may understand its contents. It would read
as follows:

(e) A national banking association may, with the approval of
the Comptroller of the Currency, establish and operate new
branches within the limits of the city, town, or village, or at any
point within the State in which said association is situated, if
such establishment and operation are at the time expressly au-
thorized to State banks by the law of the State in question and
subject to the restrictions as to location imposed by the law of the
State on State banks. No such association shall establish a branch
outside of the city, town, or village in which it is situated unless
it has a paid-in and unimpaired capital stock of not less than
$500,000,

Mr. President, let me say in this connection that the junior
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] joins me in submit-
ting this amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote will
be had first on the Bratton amendment. Under the rules
the vote should be taken first upon the amendment proposed
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENEBERG], but with-
out objection, the vote will be taken on the Bratton amend-
ment.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan is
recognized under the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, has the unanimous-con-
sent agreement been entered into?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unanimous-consent agree-
ment was entered into. The Chair stated the request, there
was no objection, and the Chair stated that the unanimous-
consent agreement had been entered into.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, in view of the fact
that the agreement to vote has been entered into, I shall ask
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to proceed without interruption. I welcome this belated
anxiety for speed. It is about 10 days late.

The issue before the Senate is now this: First, shall we
have branch banking, under the Bratton amendment,
limited to those States which affirmatively permit branch
banking by State laws; or, second, shall we have a broader
privilege of branch banking in respect to proven need and to
geography, but a more limited privilege of branch banking
in respect to institutional characteristics, as provided in my
pending amendment.

Let me make it still plainer. My amendment, which has
been pending since last May and which is now the alterna-
tive which the Senate may choose in respect to the Bratton
amendment, provides that there shall be no branch bank
anywhere except under two circumstances: First, in a com-
munity which has no banking facilities whatever—in other
words, in a bankless community; second, in a community
where some existing banking facility is taken over.

The obvious purpose of my amendment is to permit branch
banking and limit it to those situations where there is a
clear public need for it.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from
Montana?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I can not yield because I am pro-
ceeding under limitation of time. I repeat that my amend-
ment would prescribe branch -banking only in situations
clothed with clear public need.

That public necessity exists under the terms of my amend-
ment either in a community which is calculated never to
have any banking facilities except it be proper branch facil-
ities, or in a community where in practice an existing bank-
ing unit is calculated to fail and close its doors except as it
may associate itself in new branch relationships with some
stronger institution. I submit that in both of those lim-
ited instances there ought fo be a branch banking privilege,
as a matter of sound public policy and in elementary defense
of the right of bank depositors in the United States—and
they are the only ones in whom I am interested. I submit
that in these two instances the option of branch banking
should exist in every State in the Union and not merely in
a limited few.

Under the terms of the amendment submitted by the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Brarron] there can be no
branch banking, not even in bankless communities, not even
in communities where a branch might take over an existing
unit and save it and save the money of its depositors except
in a few States. Under the terms of the amendment now
pending, submitted by the Senator from New Mexico, there
can not be a branch bank even in circumstances of the
utmost need and utility in any except nine States of the
Union, namely, Arizona, California, Delaware, Maryland,
North Carolina, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Vermont, and
Virginia. Unless there be new affirmative legislation in each
of the other 39 States of the Union, this particular banking
resource to save depositors and to save communities is de-
nied to 39 States of the Union. I decline to share any re-
sponsibility for refusing this option of relief over the larger
and broader area. Such refusal invites needless banking
tragedy. Let those participate in such malignant hospitality
who will. But let the issue be clearly understood.

Mr. President, I submit that as between the two types of
limitation and in the circumstances and situation in which
the country finds itself at the present time, the limitation
which I am proposing is infinitely more humane as well as
infinitely more practical. What is to happen to the bankless
community in the other 39 States? What is to happen in
those 39 States when a situation exists in which an existing
unit bank or affiliate could be taken over by a stronger
parent institution and thus save the solvency of that bank
for the benefit of its depositors and the community itself?
Under my amendment these situations may be saved. What
is to happen if we attach the Bratton amendment? Nothing
is to happen in behalf of community life and in behalf of
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depositors. Nothing is to happen because the Senate, in its
wisdom, proposes to decline what in many instances would
and will be the only salvation. :

The issue is perfectly clear, I submit, in choosing between
the two alternative methods of limitation. I submit that
under my pending amendment there can be none of the
hazards of concentrated banking and credit control that we
have heard so much about in the inflammatory declamations
of the past fortnight. There does not exist within the limi-
tations of my amendment any remote jeopardy of the nature
we have heard discussed here by the hour and by the week
in the belligerent debate upon this bill. There can be no
such concentration whatsoever under the terms of my
amendment, an amendment which long ago the able Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Grassl, chairman of the Subcommittee
on Banking and Currency, conceded was an advantage and
willingly approved and accepted.

So here is the choice. The choice is between two types of
limiting branch banking. On the one hand, if we vote for
the Bratton amendment we vote a geographical limit which
prohibits branch banking under any circumstances, no mat-
ter how much branch banking might be needed in a specific
instance, in any State unless and until there is afirmative
legislative action in the State itself.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. COPELAND. 1Is not the Senator permitted to offer
an amendment to the pending amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The issue is perfectly plainly drawn
in the two amendments pending. I have no disposition to
complicate the situation nor to prolong the discussion. No
new amendment is needed in order to make the thing per-
fectly plain. I want to repeat how plain it is.

The Bratton amendment declines to permit branch bank-
ing in 39 States of the Union unless and until there is
affirmative legislative action in those 39 States.

Mr. NORBECK. In other words, unless they want it.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Unless they want it, perhaps too
late, and until afirmative action is taken by the legislatures
of those States. No matter how emergent the need, no
matter how much grief and disaster might be saved by this
recourse, we are asked to say that nothing of this healing
sort shall happen unless each individual State individually
legislates upon the subject. This would be indeed a timid
permit scarcely worthy of these hazardous times.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Sen-
ator that he is in error as to Wisconsin. I think the Sen-
ator said the Bratton proposal embraces States except,
among others, Wisconsin. In that respect the Senator is
in error.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The State of Wisconsin permits
branch banking in the same city and the same location of
a closed bank and permits stations with limited functions
in places deprived of banking facilities in the same county.
I can not go into the detail of each State, but, broadly
speaking, I stand upon the statement I have made, because
it is based, not upon any calculation of mine, but upon
an official statement from Federal reserve sources. I stand
upon the statement that as a broad proposition the Bratton
amendment prohibits branch banking in a state-wide way
in 39 States of the Union, except as there be affirmative
State action to justify it. I stand upon the statement that
this is virtually cloture, at least contingent cloture, upon
broad banking relief in the United States; and I again
repudiate the self-serving notion that any such cloture is
necessary to protect us against the vice of banking con-
centrations. That protection amply exists within the terms
of my own amendment, which is now alternatively available.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, am I to understand there has
been a unanimous-consent agreement to vote on this propo-
sition at a quarter past 1 o’clock?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct.

Mr. GLASS. I am sorry that was done. If the Senator
from Michigan will permit me to have a minute——
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Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. GLASS. 1 want to repeat the statement I have made
to the Senate on two separate occasions, that my own judg-
ment is that section 19 of the bill as proposed to be amended
by the Senator from Michigan should prevail. My judgment
in that respect has not been altered in any degree. I also
stated that I feel honorably committed to vote on that
proposition before I could consent to any amendment of the
bill in other respects. I think the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. BrarToN] understands that. But I have said and now
repeat that in the event the Senate disagrees with that view,
the so-called Bratton amendment as an alternative is ac-
ceptable to me rather than to continue this legislative esca-
pade and defeat the very wholesome provisions of the bank
bill.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I understand the Senator’s position
and I concur in it myself. If there can be nothing more
evolved for the benefit of the depositor and the banking com-
munity than is contained in the short, sharp, devitalizing
limitations of the Bratton amendment, I prefer that patheti-
cally meager and inadequate crumb rather than to have
nothing.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sorry I can not yield. I have
only three minutes and I want to suggest the absence of a
quorum before the vote is taken.

On the other hand, I want to made it plain, in conclusion,
that the Bratton amendment is not the only possible limi-
tation to be put upon branch banking to meet the view of
those who fear serious banking concentrations, On the con-
trary, the amendment which I had the honor to offer, and
which is still pending, is an even more drastic limitation in
respect to the realities of the alleged menace from branch
banking, because under the terms of the alternative amend-
ment which the Senate can attach to the bill if it declines
the Bratton amendment there will be no branch banking in
any State except in the few instances where obviously the
establishment of branch banking is clothed with absolute
public necessity; and it is upon that basis that I ask the
Senate to make its choice. Where the necessity exists, the
Senate should not refuse to permit it to be served.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Costigan Eean Sheppard
Austin Couzens Eendrick Bhi

Balley Cutting Smith
Barbour La Follette Bmoot
Barkley Davis Lewis Stelwer
Bingham Dickinson Logan Swanson
Blaine Fess Long Thomas, Idaho
Borah Fletcher MoGill Thomas, Oka,
Bratton Frazier McNary Trammell
Brookhart George Moses Tydings
Broussard Glass Neely Vandenberg
Bulkley Glenn Norbeck ‘Wagner
Bulow Gore Nye Walsh, Mass,
Byrnes Grammer Oddie Walsh, Mont
Capper Hastings olds Watson
Caraway Hayden Robinson, Ark. ‘Wheeler
Connally Hebert Robinson, Ind White
Coolidge Howell Russell

Copeland Johnson Schuyler

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR], the junior Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. Hurrl, the senior Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. Brack], the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BankuEAD], the Senator from Washington [Mr. Diip], and
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] are absent on offi-
cial business, visiting Muscle Shoals,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-four Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present. The ques-
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from
New Mexico.

Mr. COUZENS. 1 ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator
from New Mexico if he will not accept a slight change in his
amendment.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.
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Mr. COUZENS. Is it in order, in view of the unanimous-
consent agreement, now to offer amendments?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate would not be in order,
but the Senator from South Dakota may ask the Senator
from New Mexico if he will modify his amendment.

Mr. NORBECK. I should like to have the amendment I
propose as a modification read at the desk, and I think the
Senator from New Mexico will accept it. It applies only to
States with small populations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. The
clerk will read the amendment proposed by the Senator
from South Dakota to the amendment offered by the Senator
from New Mexico.

The LecistaTive CLErRE. Af the end of the amendment
proposed by the Senator from New Mezxico it is proposed
to insert the following:

Provided, That in States with a population of less than 1,000,000,
and which have no cities located therein with a population ex-
ceeding 100,000, the capital shall be not less than $250,000.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I have no objection to
that.

Mr. NORBECK. I thank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment will be modified as suggested by the Senator from
North Dakota. The question now is on the amendment,
as modified, on which the yeas and nays have been re-
quested.

The yeas and nays were ordered and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mrs. CARAWAY (when her name was called). On this
question I have a pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr. Harel. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold
my vote.

Mr. HEBERT (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. DiLLl.
Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. If
permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called).
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. StepHENs]. I understand if he were present he
would vote as I intend to vote. Therefore, I feel free to
vote and vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HASTINGS (after having voted in the negative). I
find that on this question I have a pair with the junior
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Bankaean], and therefore with-
draw my vote.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I was requested to announce the ab-
sence of my colleague [Mr. Scrarr] and also to announce
that, if present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. TYDINGS (after having voted in the affirmative). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Is-
land [Mr. MeTrcaLF]. I transfer that pair to the senior Sen-
ator from Nevada [Mr. Prrtman], and let my vote stand.

Mr. BULKLEY (after having voted in the negative). I
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. Carey], who is necessarily absent from the city. I
understand that if he were present he would vote * yea.” I
therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. COPELAND. I desire to announce that my colleague
[Mr. WacnER] is detained. If he were present and permitted
to vote, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general
pairs:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Keves] with the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Brack];

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Towwnsexp]l with the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr, McKELLAR];

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Harrrerpl with
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON];

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Parrersox] with the
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER];

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Warcorrl with the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Hurrl; and

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoLpssoroucH] with
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Hawesl.
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I am not advised how any of these Senators would vote
on this guestion.

I also wish to announce that the Senator from California
[Mr. SuorTRIDGE] is detained on official business.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McKeLLar], the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. DiLl, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr HuLLl,
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Bangaeap], the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. Brack], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Hawes],
if present, would vote “ yea " on this amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas (after having voted in the
affirmative). I am advised that my general pair, the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reepl, who is necessarily ab-
sent, would vote as I have voted, and therefore I let my vote
stand.

The result was announced—yeas 52, nays 17, as follows:

YEAS—52
Ashurst Coolidge Kean Robinson, Ark.
Balley Copeland Kendrick Robinson, Ind.
Barbour Costigan King Russell
Barkley Cutting La Follette Schuyler
Blaine Dale Lewis Sheppard
Borah Davis Logan Shipstead
Bratton Dickinson Long Smith
Brookhart Frazier MeGill Swanson
Broussard George Neely Trammell
Bulow Glass Norbeck Tydings
Byrnes Gore Nye Walsh, Mass.
Capper Hayden Oddie ‘Walsh, Mont.
Connally Howell Reynolds Wheeler

NAYS—17
Austin Glenn Smoot Watson
Bingham Grammer Steiwer White
Couzens Johnson Thomas, Idaho
Fess McNary Thomas, Okla.
Fletcher Moses Vandenberg

NOT VOTING—27

Bankhead Hale Keyes Bchall
Black Harrison McKellar Bhortridge
Bulkley Hastings Metcalf Stephens
Caraway Hatfield Norris Townsend
Carey Hawes Patterson Wagner
Dill Hebert Pittmean Walcott
Goldsborough Hull Reed

So Mr. BrarToN’s amendment, as modified, was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on the
amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN-
BERG].

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, I think that with
the geographical limitation in place the other limitation
would be inappropriate. I therefore ask leave to withdraw
my amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan
withdraws his amendment. The clerk will state the next
amendment.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, it seems to be understood
that if this compromise amendment, to which I have re-
peatedly referred in the course of debate, should be adopted
the filibuster against this banking bill would cease. How
much of confidence may be placed in that seeming under-
standing I have no means of determining, because so many
agreements and committals have been made and violated
that I am unable to determine what may now ensue.

I desire in a word or two again to make it plain, if in
elaborate expositions of the bill I did not make it plain, that
it was my considered judgment that the bill as drawn in
section 19, with the severely restrictive amendment proposed
by the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERGI,
should meet the approval of the Senate, as I am sure it
would meet the approval of the country.

Mr, LONG. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia
yield to the Senator from Louisiana?

Mr. GLASS. Not until I shall have completed my state-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator declines to yield.

Mr. GLASS. I felt, however, from the beginning, as I
have several times stated to the Senate, that there would
be such bitter antagonism to that provision of the bill as
that the bill itself would be endangered, and the many ex-
tremely important provisions of the proposed law would thus
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fail, and that in consequence of that failure we would have
another epidemic of bank failures.

I could have very earnestly wished that the parliamentary
procedure here might have taken a course that would have
enabled the Senate to vote first on section 19 as proposed to
be amended by the junior Senator from Michigan, and upon
what seemed to be the inevitable failure of that provision
we should then have voted upon the amendment proposed
by the Senator from New Mexico [Mr, BratToNnl, to which
I have from time to time made reference. But freely ad-
mitting what undoubtedly is obvious without admission—
that I have little knowledge of tactical parliamentary pro-
cedure—I do not seem to have been able to bring about
that action by the Senate, and was shut up to voting for
the Bratton amendment in order to test the sincerity and
integrity of this alleged agreement to proceed promptly with
the other provisions of the bill. :

If I may now rely in any considerable measure upon this
seeming agreement, I should be disposed to ask the Senate
to recess now until 12 o’clock noon on Monday.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia
yield to the Senator from Louisiana?

Mr. GLASS. 1 yield to the Senator for a question.

Mr. LONG. Not for a question; I want to make just a
little statement, if the Senator would permit. I am sure
the floor will not be taken away from him,

Mr. GLASS. I do not care to yield the floor.
to the Senator for a brief statement.

Mr. LONG. I just want to say that I, of course, shall
take suggestions and advice rather than undertake to sug-
gest anything.

It is true that the backbone of the opposition to the Glass
bill to some extent is broken, I might say; but the facts of
the Bratton amendment are that the Senator from Virginia,
in his reply to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsH]
some days ago, stated that he in some senses favored it and
in some senses did not; but, as reformed by the amend-
ments of the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], it was
such as we could all carry along, whether it was quite all we
wanted or not; and I had hoped that we might not have any
review or historical reckoning of the few days that it has
taken to reach this agreement. I do not see where it is
going to do a great deal of good. I do not think it will help
us in getting together and possibly carrying the bill here-
after.

I want to say, further, that when the Senator states that
agreements have been violated, I am sure he does not refer
to any agreement to which I was a party in the course of
this debate.

EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER FEDERAL RESERVE ACT

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I have had various appeals
from Senators to recess for the balance of this day. In
fact, I had been urged not to have the Senate convene fo-
day, but I thought we should proceed with the bill, and I
contemplate making the motion in a little while to recess.

Before doing that, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to send to the desk a bill, and request immediate considera-
tion of it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the bill be read for the in-
formation of the Senate.

The bill (S. 5484) to extend the time during which certain
provisions of the act of February 27, 1932, relating to im-
proving the facilities of the Federal reserve system to meet
the needs of member banks in exceptional circumstances,
shall be effective, was read the first time by its title and the
second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 10 (b) of the Federal reserve
act, as amended (U. 8. C., Supp. VI, title 12, sec. 347b), and the
second paragraph of section 16 of the Federal reserve act, as
amended by section 3 of the act entitled “An act to improve the
facilities of the Federal reserve system for the service of commerce,
industry, and agriculture, to provide means for meeting the needs
of member banks in exceptional circumstances, and for other pur-
poses,” approved February 27, 1932 (U. 8. C., Supp: VI, title 132,
sec. 412), are amended by striking out the date “ March 8, 1933,”
wherever it appears and inserting in lieu thereof “ March 3, 1934."

I will yield
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill just read?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I reserve the right to object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma
reserves the right to object., The Senator from Virginia has
the floor.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, will the
Senator from Virginia yield? While the Senator from Okla-
homa is studying the bill which the Senator has just pre-
sented, may I inquire from him, from his knowledge of the
amendments that are pending and from his contacts with
" Senators on the floor, whether he believes that there are
many other controversial issues to be considered in connec-
tion with the pending bank bill before a final vote may be
taken on its enactment.

Mr. GLASS. I could not answer that question.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If there are not, it seems
to me we ought to continue the business of this session and
dispose of the bill to-day.

Mr. GLASS. I have been told that if we recess until
Monday there will be no particular opposition to other provi-
sions of the pending banking bill.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I desire to
take exception to that statement.

Mr. GLASS. How take exception to it—that I have not
been told that that is so?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Not by me.

Mr. GLASS. I did not say I had been so told by the
Senator from Oklahoma. I did not imagine that I would
be by the Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have a
reservation of objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill introduced by the Senator from
Virginia, which has been read?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, reserving the
right to object, I desire to make a statement which will take
but just a moment or two.

Last year, when the Glass-Steagall bill—have I the floor,
Mr. President?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has
the floor.

Mr, GLASS. I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma for a
brief statement, if he wants to make it.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, have I the
floor?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has the floor, the
Senator from Virginia having yielded.

Mr., THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, last year,
when the Glass-Steagall bill was before this body, it con-
tained a provision for one year that certain classes of securi-
ties could be placed as the basis for the issuance of currency.
In an hour’s speech upon this floor I moved to strike out
that provision for one year and leave it indefinite.

After T had made my speech numerous Senators came fo
me and suggested that if I would modify my amendment to
two years they would sustain my position. Yielding to those
suggestions, I modified my amendment to make it for two
years. On a roll call, over the objection of the Senator from
Virginia, my position was sustained by about 40 to 20—
shout 2 to 1.

The bill thereby went to conference, and in conference, at
the instance, I am advised, of the Senator from Virginia,
the l-year provision was placed back in the bill and it
came back to the Senate. I was satisfied then in my mind
that one year was too short, but not desiring to interfere
unduly with the program of those who desire this legislation
and at the request of the Senator from Virginia I yielded
and let one year stand.

Now, Mr. President, in justification of my cause then
and in support of my speech made one year ago the House
has already passed a bill sustaining my position taken two
years ago, and it is now proposing to extend the right one
vear further.
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Let me call attention to the title of this bill:

To extend the time during which certain provisions of the act
of February 27, 1932, relating to improving the facilities of the
Federal reserve system to meet the need of member banks in
exceptional circumstances shall be effective.

We are just going to have prosperity now for another
year. They fixed it last year at one year. Times are worse
to-day than they were a year ago, and now it is proposed
to have prosperity under this bill for an additional year.

Mr. President, I am not against the bill; I was for it last
year, but I was against the limitation of one year. Now I
am against the limitation of one year for the future. If
this bill is good, why not extend it indefinitely, and then
in the future, if we want to put a limitation upon it, Con-
gress will be in session and can do so.

I do not care to take the time of the Senate, but I wanted
to make this statement, notwithstanding the severe castiga-
tions I have had at the hands of the junior Senator from
Virginia.

Mr. President, I withdraw my objection.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, reserving the right to object,
I desire to inquire of the Senator from Virginia the total
amount of Federal reserve notes that are outstanding against
the securities provided for in the Glass-Steagall bill of a
year ago.

Mr. GLASS. I could not answer the Senator accurately
without getting the figures from the Treasury. I know that
under this particular provision of the bill the Federal reserve
banks purchased approximately a billion dollars of Federal
reserve bonds, and substituted a large proportion of the
purchase for commercial paper.

Mr. BLAINE. Can the Senator give us information re-
specting the outstanding national-bank notes issued under
the so-called Glass-Borah amendment of the home-loan
bank bill?

Mr. GLASS. The last report had by me from the comp-
troller’s office was that 800 banks, as I recall, had taken ouf
additional circulation, to the amount, in the aggregate, of
approximately $150,000,000.

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator know approximately how
that stands in comparison with the amount of Federal
reserve notes that were issued under the Glass-Steagall
bill? I do not mean to ask the Senator to give the exact
amount.

Mr. GLASS. Federal reserve notes issued under the
Glass bill?

Mr. BLAINE. Yes;
Glass-Steagall bill.

Mr. GLASS. I think the bond purchases were out of the
assets of the Federal reserve banks.

Mr. BLAINE. They represent
amount?

Mr. GLASS. I could not state that.

Mr. BLAINE. I have no objection to the immediate con-
sideration of the hill.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have the
reports of the Federal reserve bank which are released
weekly. On the 1st of January, 1932, more than a year
ago, there was in circulation the sum of $5,646,000,000.
Notwithstanding the fact that the Federal Reserve Board
bought $1,100,000,000 of bonds, and paid for them with
Federal reserve notes, which placed those notes in circula-
tion, and notwithstanding the fact that 800 banks have
increased their circulation by $150,000,000 during the past
12 months, at the end of the year there was in circulation
the sum of $5,589,000,000, a decrease of $57,000,000, not-
withstanding over $1,200,000,000 had been placed in circu-
lation.

Mr, GLASS. Of course, Mr. President, it is not true that
the Federal reserve banks issued $1,000,000,000 of currency
for their purchases of these bonds. As a matter of fact, they
simply released practically that amount of reserve credit
to the member banks, with the expectation that the member
banks, with their reserve credits thus released, would re-
spond to the requirements of commerce; and the member
banks did nothing of the kind.

Federal reserve notes under the

approximately what
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Mr. President, I do not care a thrip about this proposi-
tion. My judgment has not changed in the slightest degree
about it. I stated a year ago, when the Glass-Steagall bill
was before the Senate, that I thought it was a wretchedly
bad policy, that it was taking us back to the old system of
bond-secured currency, instead of to the flexible system of
credits based upon commercial and industrial transactions.

I offered this bill at the request of the chairman of the
Committee on Banking and Cwrrency of the Senate. I am
told that the Federal reserve bank directors are anxious to
have it passed. The Senate may do as it pleases. I do not
care a thrip about it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the con-
sideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

DISTRIBUTION OF GOVERNMENT-OWNED COTTON—CONFERENCE

REPORT

Mr, BINGHAM. Mr. President, a few days ago there was
laid before the Senate a conference report on House bill
13607, known as the Red Cross allotment of cotton bill.

A conference report is a privileged matter and may be
brought up at any time. I do not know when this confer-
ence report was agreed to by the Senate; I did not happen to
be on the floor at the time; but I understand that it was
agreed to and that later the junior Senator from Utah
[Mr. Kinc] entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which
it was agreed to.

Since it is a privileged matter, being a conference report,
and since there is very urgent need that the cotton covered
by the measure be given to the Red Cross at the earliest
possible time, I hope that the Senator from Utah will per-
mit us to bring his motion up at once and see whether the
Senate wishes to reconsider its vote on this privileged mat-
ter, in order that it may be decided without delay.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not
ask to take up the matter at the present time. The senior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McEKELLAR] is interested in
this matter and is necessarily absent from the city. He and
I collaborated in the amendment, which was unanimously
adopted in the Senate, the rejection of which by the con-
ference committee has caused the delay in disposing of the
bill in question. He is also interested in securing a recon-
sideration of the action of the Senate in adopting the con-
ference report.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, this matter has been
dragged along from day to day and from week to week. In
the meantime there are people who are suffering and whose
suffering could be alleviated by the Red Cross if this meas-
ure were enacted. It is not a maiter of ordinary legislation:
it is a matter of emergency. Repeatedly I have endeavored
to get the legislation through. Repeatedly there have been
delays occasioned by courtesies to absent Senators, and so
forth, and it seems to me that we have come to the point
where we ought not to be asked to delay the matter for
three or four more days because a Senator is absent who
presented an amendment which was adopted by the Senate
but was thrown out in conference.

I was not one of the conferees, and know nothing of what
took place in conference, but a unanimous report of the con-
ferees was received. The report is a privileged matter. I
desire to propound to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry, as
to whether the privilege granted a conference report extends
to all motions connected therewith, such as a motion to
reconsider the vote whereby the conference report was
agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not believe it is
a privileged matter, but that it should be brolight up on
motion, or by unanimous consent.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
Connecticut that he will make nothing by any attempt to
railroad this report through in the absence of the Senator
from Tennessee. If he insists upon taking it up, we shall
be compelled to discuss the questions involved during the
afternoon. Let me add that the delays referred to by the
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Senator have been caused by the effort to pass a bill that
contained improper provisions, and the action of the con-
ference committee to utterly disregard the deliberate judg-
ment of the Senate, as expressed in the amendment adopted
by it.

I want to say to the Senator that I am getting rather
tired of the procedure under which, after the Senate, fol-
lowing full discussion, unanimously adopts measures which
go to conference, the action of the Senate is ignored.

This matter was discussed at the time the bill was before
the Senate. And it was the unanimous view, so far as I could
understand the attitude of the Senate, that no appropria-
tion should be made from the Treasury of from ten to fifteen
million dollars, to be added to the revolving fund of $500,-
000,000, heretofore appropriated to the Farm Board. There
was no objection to any measure that would credit the re-
volving fund with the value of the cotton, but there was
cbjection to dipping into the Treasury of the United States
for an indefinite sum, possibly $15,000,000, to pay the charges
and liens upon the cotton which was to be delivered to the
Red Cross for proper distribution to the needy.

The Senator from Tennessee and I stated at the time
that there was no objection to & measure which would credit
the revolving fund with the value of the cotton, but there
was objection to authorizing an indefinite sum to be appro-
priated out of the Treasury of the United States to pay
charges on liens upon cotton owned by the Farm Board or
in which it had an equity.

The bill as it passed the House was not, in my judgment,
fair, but the Senate amendment remedied the evil. The
conferees, however, threw the amendment out without
rhyme or reason, in my opinion, although I do not want to
be critical, and, so far as I am advised, no effort was made
to retain the amendment agreed to in the Senate.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator need not
accuse me of trying to railroad this matter through. I have
tried to bring it up repeatedly and have submitted to the
desires of Senators and put it off from day to day. I was not
a member of the conference and do not know what took
place in conference. I do not see upon the floor at the
present time any one of the conferees.

I hope that the Senator will not persist in his efforts to
prevent the adoption of the conference report or vote upon
it, no matter how strongly he feels in the matter. It seems
to me that it is a question which should be decided without
delay as to whether there is to be relief given this winter or
not. Every day’s delay means an additional day of suffering
to a very large number of people.

The Senator knows that I have agreed with him in many
points of view he has taken regarding the necessity of
having the Federal Government relieve suffering, but it
seems to me that in this case the Red Cross can be trusted
to do its work well, and that this bill ought to be enacted at
the earliest possible moment. It has passed both Houses,
the House has agreed to the conference report, there was a
unanimous report of the conferees, and I trust the Senator
will not delay at least any further than Tuesday action on
the report.

Mr. KING. I am willing that it shall be taken up Tues-
day, when the Senator from Tennessee returns,

CONSTRUCTION CHARGES ON INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECTS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the hill (8. 3675)
relating to the deferment and adjustment of construction
charges for the years 1931 and 1932 on Indian irrigation
projects, which were, on page 1, line 5, after the word * of,”
to insert “ such of the ; on the same page, line 5, after the
word * charges,” to insert “ as are in default ”’; on the same
page, line 9, to strike out “ to the same extent” and insert
“under the same terms”; and on the same page, line 9, to
strike out the word “ any ” and insert the word * the.”

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
concur in the House amendments,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
the effect of the amendments to this rather important bill.
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Mr, FRAZIER. As I understand it, they are to make the
wording a little more simple. While the junior Senator
from Wyoming [Mr, Carey] is away, he being the author of
the bill, his secretary informs me that he is satisfied with
the amendments. The senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr,
Kenprick] makes the same statement.

Mr. KING. Let me inquire whether the bill imposes any
additional burdens or obligations upon the Indians?

Mr. FRAZIER. I do not understand that it does.

Mr. KING. There has been so much legislation which in
my opinion has been unfair to the Indians that whenever
any measure comes before us dealing with them I want to be
entirely satisfied that their rights®are not injuriously
affected.

Mr. FRAZIER. I understand the Senator’s position.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from North Dakota to agree to the amend-
ments of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

REPEAL OF EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, on yesterday I submitted
a unanimous-consent request, and objection was made by
the senior Senafor from Utah [Mr. Smoor]. I understood
thereafter that the Senator from TUtah objected on the
ground that appropriation bills were about ready or were
ready for consideration at the conclusion of the disposal of
the pending bank measure. Before submitting the unani-
mous-consent request again, I want to assure the Senator
from Utah that, if the request is granted, at any time the
Senator or those having charge of any appropriation bill
desire to take up such measure for consideration, I will
consent that the joint resolution shall be laid aside tempo-
rarily.

Therefore, I submit the unanimous-consent request that
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 211) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States—that is, the
repeal of the eighteenth amendment—being Calendar No.
1111, be made a special order of business upon the conclu-
sion of the consideration of the pending bank measure.

- The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator
from Wisconsin that I want it distinctly understood that
whenever there is an appropriaion bill or a conference re-
port on an appropriation bill ready for consideration the
unanimous consent shall not interfere with the considera-
tion or passage of those matters.

Mr. BLAINE. I can give the Senator that assurance.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

BANKING ACT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4412)
to provide for the safer and more effective use of the assets
of Federal reserve banks and of national banking associa-
tions, to regulate interbank control, to prevent the undue
diversion of funds into speculative operations, and for other
purposes.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I do not want the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] to move a recess with any mis-
understanding. I did say to him a moment ago that I
thought if we would adjourn until Monday we would facili-
tate the passage of the bill and he would have probably not
very much opposition. I could only speak for myself. How-
ever, I have other amendments which I had expected would
not be so bitterly contested, particularly the one putting the
Secretary of the Treasury back on the Federal Reserve
Board, as to which I understand there is not very much
contest. :

Mr. WALSH of Maszachusetts. Mr. President, a few mo-
ments ago I expressed regret that the Senate was apparently
about to take a recess until Monday at this early hour. In
view of what transpired in the Senate during the past week,
the resentment of the public, and in view of the further
fact that the controversial question of branch banking is

now finished, I felt that we ought to show a disposition to
get down to business and proceed to the disposal of the
remaining pending amendments and vote on the question
of enacting the bill. However, I have every confidence in
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. I believe he
is desirous of expediting action upon his bill. I do not want
to assume to advise or influence his management of this bill
through its parliamentary stages. Upon his statement that,
in his opinion, definite and more prompt action will be
obtained on Monday if we recess this afternoon, I shall make
no objection.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I may say to the Senator
also that all of the time of the junior Senator from Virginia
has been so occupied with this bit of controversy here that
he has had no time to consider thoroughly such other
amendments as have been proposed. I would like to have
sufficient time to consider them.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In view of that fact I am
sure that all of the Senator’s colleagues will agree that he
should have that time.

RECESS

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate re-
cess until 12 o’clock noon on Monday.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 2 o’clock and
7 minutes p. m.) took a recess until Monday, January 23,
1933, at 12 o'clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate January 21
(legislative day of January 10), 1933
PrROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL
Maj. Leonard Craig Sparks, Field Artillery, from January
14, 1933.
TO BE MAJOR
Capt. Mark Wayne Clark, Infanfry, from January 14, 1933.
TO BE CAPTAINS
First Lieut. William Andrew Smith, Infantry, from Janu-
ary 14, 1933.
First Lieut. Roy William Camblin, Air Corps, from Janu-
ary 14, 1933.
TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS
Second Lieut. James Wilson Green, jr., Signal Corps, from
January 14, 1933.
Second Lieut. Parmer Wiley Edwards, Coast Artillery
Corps, from January 14, 1933.
APPOINTMENT IN THE OFFICERS’ RESERVE CORPS OF THE ARMY
GENERAL OFFICER
To be brigadier general, reserve

Brig. Gen. Edward Moses Stayton, Missouri National
Guard, from January 20, 1933.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
SATURDAY, JANUARY 21, 1933

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D.,
offered the following prayer:

Our Heavenly Father, in the name of Him whose character
has never suffered a blemish, whose earthly life has never
been dimmed by the shades of time, and whose love touches
a world of mortals we pray. In Him is light and in that
light there is no darkness, Hear us, dear Lord. If threat-
ened with misfortune, if overtaken by tribulation, may they
be dispersed by the love and the power of Him who is our
Saviour, Let us confidently be true to Thee, to ourselves,
and to our country. May we never surrender to the breath
of false ambition, greed, or appetite. To-day inspire us to
approach all problems with conviction, understanding, and
with abounding courage. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
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MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the

United States were communicated to the House by Mr. Latta,
one of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 8750) entitled “An act relative to restrictions appli-
cable to Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma.”
SPECIAL COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING GOVERNMENT COMPETITION

WITH PRIVATE ENTERPRISE

The SPEAKER. The Chair takes the privilege of laying
before the House a resolution extending the time for report-
ing by the special committee investigating Government com-
petition with private enterprise. The Clerk will report the
resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 360

Resolved, That the special committee appointed pursuant to the
authority of House Resolution 235 for the purpose of investigating
Government competition with private enterprise shall report to
the House not later than February 8, 1933, in lieu of January 25,
1833, the date specified in House Resolution 312.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
is this a resolution again extending the time for this com-
mittee to report? ;

Mr. SHANNON. Yes.

Mr, SNELL. It does not include any additional expense,
but simply grants additional time for this committee to
make its report?

The SPEAKER. So the Chair is advised.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, may I ask the gentleman from Missouri a question?
I have been getting numerous requests for the printed hear-
ings of this committee, which I understand have not been
printed. Are they going to be prinfed soon?

Mr. SHANNON. We are figuring on that.

Mr. BLANTON. If the work is going to be worth any-
thing, I should think the hearings ought to be printed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the present con-
sideration of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of a resolution, which I send to
the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 361

Resolved, That MarTIN D1es, of the State of Texas, be, and he
is hereby, elected a member of the standing Committee of the
House on Colnage, Weights, and Measures.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS—UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I frequently
wonder if Members of Congress, including myself, are not,
in the language of the street, *“ too near the elephant to see
the circus.” The crying need of the country to-day is relief
for unemploymenf. The measures of national importance
which we hear discussed from day to day and which are
consuming the time of the Members of Congress have this in
mind indirectly, and as a consequence of legislation which is
discussed; but only indirectly, it seems to me, are we grap-
pling with this vital problem.

For instance, in the farm-allotment plan the theory is
that this will increase the purchasing power of the farmer,
which will in turn increase production of manufactured
articles, and as an indirect consequence increase employ-
ment. It may or may not accomplish this result, but it is
entirely possible that the fear of this unusual legislation

JANUARY 21

in the business and industrial world will cause even more
unemployment than it will stimulate.

The Government, as such, by expenditures from the
Treasury can not possibly make a real impression on the
millions of unemployed throughout the country. This can
only be provided for by the return to safe and sound con-
ditions with confidence throughout the country restored:
and confidence can not return in the crisis through which
we are passing with the papers full daily of measures such
the farm-allotment plan, measures to inflate the currency,
measures to enormously increase the burden of taxation,
with no one knowing where the burden will fall.

There are three primary objectives which I believe should
consume the attention of Congress to the exclusion of all
others until they are disposed of; and in my opinion with
these three objectives obtained the country will itself revive
and take care of the unemployment problem, which will in
turn cure most of the distress from which we are now

suffering.
BALANCE THE BUDGET

The first and most vital end to be obtained is to reduce
Government expenses to a point where increased taxes will
not be necessary and the Budget will be balanced. This
can not possibly be done out of the normal operating fune-
tions of the Government, as this only amounts to a little
over $600,000,000 a year; and if this entire amount were
saved, it would not be sufficient to balance the Budget with-
out increased taxes; and, of course, the necessary functions
of Government have to continue, though, of course, there
could be substantial savings even in this item.

There are other expenditures, however, which with cour-
age and determination and a realization of the vital neces-
sity of economy on the part of the Members of Congress
could be reduced along with whatever savings could be made
in normal Government operations, which would balance the
Budget without the necessity for additional taxes. It may
take the power of a dictator to bring this about on account
of thé difficulty of getting the Members of Congress who
are sincerely impressed with the importance of the different
items to agree where the cut should come. Probably every
individual Member, if he had exclusive authority, could bal-
ance the Budget to suit himself; but this would probably
not suit a great majority of Members. However, this does
not change the principle; and I believe that every Member
of Congress will agree, and certainly the country believes,
that the first and most vital move which this Congress could
make is to balance the Budget by reducing expenses to the
point where increased taxes will not be necessary.

This being done, business would again recover, confidence
would be restored, and the great channels of trade and in-
dustry would quickly absorb many times more of the un-
employed than the Government could possibly do by any
measures of artificial respiration.

SHORTEN HOURS OF LABOR

The second vital aid which this Congress could render, in
my opinion, to the unemployed is the immediate passage of
a measure limiting the shipment in interstate commerce of
goods manufactured or produced by labor to those articles
in which labor was employed not in excess of five days a
week and possibly six hours a day. This may seem a radi-
cal change from the past which we have been accustomed
to, but it is not more radical and probably very much less
disturbing than many of the artificial measures which are
being enthusiastically supported at the present session.

I do not believe that all of the loss should fall on labor
for these shortened hours, but that a real substantial con-
tribution should be made from capital out of profits to labor
in consideration of the shorter hours. If this would bring
recovery, as I believe it would, both capital and labor would
profit in the end; and everyone must realize that we can not
continue the present system without real and material relief
being granted.

This Congress will not have time in the remaining days
of this session to pass the great number of bills which are
earnestly and sincerely insisted upon by their proponents,
but if the attention of Congress were focused on the two
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above measures, this legislation could be comylefed and
enacted before the end of the present session.

The dangerous trend, as I see it to-day, is that our great
National Government is being required by insistent demands
of different groups to assume the functions of a town council
responsive to the wishes of the individual townsmen. Im
the prevailing chaos it seems to me that the time has come
for Members of Congress to focus their attention on a few
vital measures in keeping with the functions of the National
Government to the end that confidence be restored. After
seeing the effect of these between the adjournment of this
Congress and the meeting of the next regular session, the
country would have time to recover and the next Congress
would be in a better position to appraise the conditions ex-
isting at that time, and my firm belief is that if the above
two measures were enacted that many of the measures now
earnestly advocated would not be necessary in December.

TAX MORTGAGE FORECLOSURES

In order to relieve the farms as well as city property from
the distressing foreclosures which are disorganizing the en-
tire country I would suggest a tax, either by stamp or other-
wise, of 10 per cent on the face value of every mortgage bond
foreclosed, the tax to apply on the day of foreclosure and
before sale is permitted. I would limit this to one year, so
as not to encourage defaults in those able to pay but to give
the debtor class a breathing spell in the present emergency.

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS OF THE CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER, The Chair has recognized the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Mansrierp] for this purpose with-
out having consulted the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Corrins], for the reason that the gentleman probably has
a question of personal privilege, and would be entitled to
the floor for one hour, anyway.

Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, a Washington news-
paper, the Daily News of January 20, has a brief article un-
der these headlines:

Magic words fool House into passing an amendment. Legis-

lators chagrined after adopting change offered by crippled Mem-
bér which may cost them votes.

The matter referred fo is an amendment to the pending
appropriation bill offered in good faith, discussed both pro
and con, and adopted by the Committee of the Whole.

How anyone could have misinterpreted or misunderstood
the amendment, except possibly the gentleman who wrote
this article, I am at a loss to understand.

In presenting the motion I stated:

Mr. Chairman, the purpcse of this amendment is to let the
present law remain as it is. As reported in this bill, it pays officers
of the Corps of Engineers engaged in river and harbor work out
of the Regular Army appropriation, when the law provides it
shall be paid out of the lump-sum appropriations appropriated
for river and harbor work.

An attempt was made to put this in last year and it was stricken
out in the Senate. It now comes In again, I have the law here
for previous years, and that law reads exactly as this will read
if my amendment is adopted.

There are certain eivilian engineers engaged in this same serv-
ice. They are paid out of the rivers and harbors appropriation.
If this bill passes as it is reported, it will divide up this money,
and a portion of it will be paid out of one fund and a portion
paid out of another fund, and yet it goes to identically the same
purpose. The consequence will be that whenever you want to
know how much money is being expended for river and harbor
purposes you must go to the War Department and two or three
different lines of clerks and divisions and bureaus to have them
check it up and find out what it is. The only purpose is to have
the present law remain as it has been for many years and let
every tub stand on its own bottom.

I do not see how anyone could have misinterpreted or mis-
understood the amendment. I have here several former ap-
propriation bills, reading just exactly as this bill reads since
the amendment I offered was adopted and placed in it.

For the information of the House I may state that prior
to the year 1911 the engineers engaged in river and harbor
works, then few in number comparatively, were paid out of
the Regular Army appropriation bill. In that year the Com-
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mittee on Military Affairs reported a bill to this House pro-
viding that the salaries of the Army engineers engaged in
river and harbor works might be paid out of the rivers and
harbors fund instead of being paid from the Army fund.
This bill passed the House, went to the Senate, and was
favorably reported by the Committee on Military Affairs of
the Senate; but before it came to a vote in the Senate, this
amendment was put on the river and harbor bill which was
also pending in the Senate, and consequently was passed by
the Senate. The amendment was accepted in conference.

Here is the original report of the conferees. The conferees
of the House on that occasion were Mr. Alexander, of
Buffalo, N. Y., chairman of the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors, Mr. Lawrence, of Massachusetts, and Mr. Spark-
man, of Florida. They accepted the amendment, and it be-
came law.

The appropriations have been carried on in this way ever
since. This bill was passed in the House and reported in the
Senate at the instance of the Committees on Military Af-
fairs, the proper committees to deal with the matter. It
was recommended by the Chief of Staff, it was recommended
by the Chief of Engineers, and the report says it was en-
dorsed by the President. There was no opposition to it, ap-
parently, from any source, and I think myself it was wise
and proper.

Now, it has been suggested that the purpose of my amend-
ment was to deprive the rivers and harbors fund of $227,490
by providing that the engineers should be paid out of rivers
and harbors fund, as they have been heretofore, instead of
paying them out of the Army fund. Suppose it does this.
If it is right and proper for it to be done in this way, let
it be paid in this way.

If the river and harbor legislation is not capable of stand-
ing on its own bottom, if the projects of the river and har-
bor bill are not meritorious enough for their expenses to be
paid out of Government funds, the sooner they can be done
away with the better it will be for the taxpayers and for
Congress.

There has been a good deal of propaganda put out because
of river and harbor matters. I have a copy of a speech
made by the vice president of a railroad, in which he is
criticizing General Ashburn, in charge of the Government
barge line on the Mississippi River. He criticizes him very
severely. He uses this language:

The president of the Government owned and operated competi-
tor is recelving his salary and expenses, not from the Inland
Waterway Corporation but directly from the public purse, the
appropriations for the War Department.

I do not want them to have any such criticism against
the river and harbor expenditures; but that is not all
There is a good deal of that kind of propaganda from other
sources.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. For a brief question.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will note that no reputa-
ble newspaper, such as the Washington Star or the New
York Times, would have published such a misleading, un-
sportsmanlike statement; but this little undersized sheet in
Washington that refers to our universally beloved colleague,
the able and distinguished gentleman from Texas, as the
crippled Congressman, ought to know that our friend is
crippled only in his feet, while the undersized newspaper is
crippled in its head. [Laughter]

Mr. MANSFIELD. I will place these facts in evidence and
let the House judge for itself.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield with pleasure.

Mr. SNELL. I have not taken any part in the argument,
but I would like to know if I am correct in my understand-
ing. It really makes no difference as far as the expenditures
of the Government are concerned; this is merely a matter
of bookkeeping; that is, whether it shall be charged to the
rivers and harbors or the War Department.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The gentleman is correct.

Now, here is another criticism of the Government barge
line. It is from the Railway Age. It says that the salary of
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the chief executive officer has been paid from the beginning
by the War Department funds, and so on.

Now then, any measure of this kind that gets into the
river and harbor legislation is nothing more nor less than
a club to be placed in the hands of the enemies of the
waterways improvements to beat us over the head with. The
small amount of $227,000 is too insignificant to allow any-
thing of that kind to occur. Let us continue just as we
have been doing since 1911. During this period our ports,
Great Lakes, and inland waterways have been improved
more extensively and systematically than ever before, and no
one can truthfully accuse us of receiving money from the
Treasury, except in a manner open and aboveboard.

Now, here is another speech from another railroad vice
president. It criticizes General Ashburn again, and says
that this president of the Waterways Corporation receives a
salary amounting to $9,700 per year, not from the Inland
Waterways Corporation but directly from the public purse
out of the appropriations for the Army and charged against
the funds for national defense.

The $227,000 is an insignificant sum, but with me it is
the principle that is involved. I do not want any man in
the United States, as far as I am concerned and as long as I
have anything to do with river and harbor legislation, to be
able to say that we are, as far as the appropriation of money
is concerned, camouflaging or placing it under false pre-
tences. I would rather do without it. The waterways have
handled as much as $26,000,000,000 worth of commerce a
year; and if they are not able to stand on their own merits,
let us stop and let the whole program go by defaulf.

The railways, as you all know, are fighting river and har-
bor improvements now enormously. Here is a book issued
two years ago by that authority. It must have cost many
thousands of dollars. In this they have a great deal to say—
it is too long to read—about the hidden costs in connection
with river and harbor improvements and the operations of
the barge line. Of course, I have nothing to do with the
barge line, The barge line is not under the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It is under the
jurisdiction of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, something with which those engaged in rivers
and harbors legislation have had no connection.

Mr. GARBER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes.

Mr. GARBER. The barge line was simply established
as an experiment and a demonstration to prove the feasi-
bility of the navigation of the rivers.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly, the gentleman is correct;
purely for experimental and pioneering purposes.

Mr. GARBER. And it is now paying for itself?

Mr. MANSFIELD. And it will soon cease to operate
further.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. The amendment which my colleague
placed on the bill was put on the War Department appro-
priation bill. The Committee on Appropriations is composed
of 35 members, and those members are on the floor to pro-
tect their bill. Whenever a Member can put an amendment
on a bill of that kind, the country can rest assured that it
is a proper amendment.

Mr. MANSFIELD. That suggestion, I believe, answers it-
self, and I am glad to have the gentleman’s suggestion. I
simply wanted to assure this House that, instead of trying
to deceive the House as this newspaper states, my only pur-
pose was to prevent the House from being deceived. I did
not want any sum whatever to come to the legislation with
which I have any connection under false pretenses, or un-
der circumstances by which it might be said that we were
getting it under cover or in “ hidden costs,” as the language
is used in all this railroad propaganda. I thank you. [Ap-
plause.]

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL, FISCAL YEAR 1934

Mr., COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
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(H. R. 14199) making appropriations for the military and
nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1934, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the War Department appropriation bill,
with Mr. Driver in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

HORSES, DRAFT AND PACK ANIMALS

For encouragement of the breeding of riding horses suitable for
the Army, in cooperation with the Bureau of Animal Industry,
Department of Agriculture, including the purchase of animals for
breeding purposes and their maintenance, $118,827.

Mr. CHAPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr, Chairman, before the gentleman pro-
ceeds with that, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, there is no man in the
House for whom I have a higher personal regard than I
have for the gentleman from Texas [Judge Mawsrierpl. I
believe him to be one of the ablest and one of the most
conscientious men in the House. However, I think he is
entirely mistaken, in the main, about the matter which he
has discussed in his speech this morning. Here is the law
on the subject of the pay of Army officers engaged in river
and harbor and flood-control activities:

Provided, That the officers of the Corps of Engineers when on
duty under the Chief of Engineers connected solely with the work
of river and harbor improvements may, while so employed, be paid
their pay and commutation of quarters from the appropriations
for the work or works upon which they are employed.

In other words, they may be paid from that appropriation
or they may be paid from some other appropriation that
may be available for such expenses. Last year, feeling as
it does that all officers should be paid from one appropria-
tion, the committee provided for the payment of all officers
of the Army out of the one appropriation, * Pay of the
Army.” Therefore, we reduced the appropriation for rivers
and harbors and flood control by the amount estimated for
the pay of these men and for their allowance of commuta-
tion of quarters. I read from the report of the committee
on the 1933 bill, reported to the House May 5, 1932, under
the head “ Rivers and Harbors ”:

It is true the bill shows a reduction of §722,005. This amount

is made up of a transfer of $227,490 to “ Pay of the Army,” and
$4085,415 to the single appropriation for traveling expenses,

In other words, the committee reduced river and harbor
appropriations by $227,490 and transferred that amount to
“Pay of the Army ”; but in the paying of these men, not-
withstanding the fact that the House reduced the river and
harbor appropriations by the amount I have stated, the
War Department, despite such action by the Congress, is
continuing to pay these men out of river and harbor ap-
propriations. So, in order to prevent the will of the Con-
gress being thwarted in such manner, the committee has
provided under the appropriation for “Pay of the Army”
for the pay of an average of so many officers, including all
officers of the Corps of Engineers. So then, the effect of
eliminating the language, which has been done at the in-
stance of the gentleman from Texas, will be to keep the
same amount of money in the bill for the pay of the Army
but, on the other hand, makes it possible for these engi-
neers to be paid from the river and harbor appropriations
where no provision has been made for them, with the result
that river and harbor appropriations, by the adoption of
Judge MansrIeLD’s amendment, have been reduced by $227,-
490. That is the picture as it exists,

Mr. SNELL. And, as far as the pay of the individual
Army officer is concerned, it makes no difference; he gets
not a dollar more whichever way he is paid.
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Mr. COLLINS. Absolutely not. The committee felt that
all pay should be embraced in one item, so that the Congress
may know and the public may know how much we appropri-
ate for the pay of officers without having to consult many
sources.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi has expired. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CHAPMAN].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CRAPMAN: Page 23, line 20, after the
word " animals " in line 19, strike out lines 20 to 24, inclusive, and
insert in lieu thereof the following: “ For the purchase of draft
and pack animals and horses within limits as to age, sex, and size
to be prescribed by the Secretary of War, for remounts, for officers
entitled to public mounts, for the United States Military Academy,
and for such other organizations and parts of the military service
as may be required to be mounted, and for all expenses Incident
to such purchases, including $118,827 for encouragement of the
breeding of riding horses suitable for the Army, In cooperation
with the Bureau of Animal Industry, Department of Agriculture,
including the purchase of animals for breeding purposes, and their
maintenance, $201,327.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the amendment. 3

Mr. CHAPMAN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this
amendment is to add to the bill the sum of $82,500 for the
purchase of riding horses, pack horses, and mules for the
Army. The Quartermaster General's Department asked for
an additional appropriation for that purpose in the sum of
$220,875. That amount was recommended by the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget. Thus it will be seen that we
are asking by this amendment $135,375 less than the recom-
mendation of the Budget Bureau, because the sum asked for
by this amendment is the exact amount that was appropri-
ated last year for the purchase of horses and mules during
the present fiscal year, to wit, $82,500. p

At the time we entered the World War we found a great
need for horses and mules for the Army. A few years before
nearly every farmer in the land had been a horse breeder
and a horseman, but there had come a great diminution
in the number of suitable horses. The production of good
riding horses had decreased until in the face of war the
situation was extremely critical. Soon after we entered
the war it became necessary to purchase 320,000 horses and
160,000 mules. It was found that the vast majority of those
animals did not have the requisite blood lines and that
they had not been properly conditioned and trained. They
were unfit for the rigors of war. The greatest military
authorities estimate that in the unhappy event of another
war our initial need would be 350,000 horses and 300,000
mules. According to the lowest reasonable estimate, the
necessary replacement would be 3 per cent, or 19,500 per
month, or nearly a quarter of a million a year. This is of
great importance, not only to our national safety but also
to augment the income of thousands of farmers in more
than 40 States.

My friends, there are those who contend that horses and
mules are no longer needed as a part of our national defense.

Mr. VINSON of Eentucky. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHAPMAN. I yield to my colleague from Kentucky.

Mr. VINSON of Kenticky. I would like to ask my col-
league if there is a word of evidence in the hearing against
the appropriation of the full item of $220,000 asked for by
the Budget?

Mr. CHAPMAN. No, sir. General De Witt, in his testi-
mony, declared that there is a need for 861 riding horses,
207 draft horses, and 404 mules, costing $220,875.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. No part of that $220,000 is
included in the bill, and the gentleman’s amendment seeks
to add $82,500, the amount carried last year, or about $130,-
000 less than the estimate of the Director of the Budget?

Mr. CHAPMAN. One hundred and thirty-eight thousand
three hundred and seventy-five dollars less than the Budget
estimates and the requirements of the Army, according to
the testimony of the Quartermaster General.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHAPMAN. I yield.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Is this the item that was re-
ferred to yesterday by the gentleman’s colleague from Texas
[Mr. TeoMason] when the genfleman attempted to 1lift
$150,000 or $200,000 ouit of the appropriation for motor
vehicles and put it into the purchase of horses and mules?

Mr. CHAPMAN. Itis. -

Mr, EATON of Colorado. And that vote was negative.
This amount that the gentleman is seeking to have put in
would then be an actual addition to this appropriation?

Mr. CHAPMAN. An addition of approximately $82,000,
but more than $138,000 less than the Budget estimate.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reserva-
tion of the point of order. The amendment is not subject
to a point of order.

Mr. COLLINS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It is sub-
ject to a point of order, but I am not going to make the
point of order.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of order that the reservation comes too late.

Mr. DOWELL. Well, I make the point of order. The
gentleman has just withdrawn it.

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. The gentleman has with-
drawn his point of order.

Mr. DOWELL. As long as the point of order was here I
have a perfect right to rely upon it.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has the right to reserve
the point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. But I withdrew it because it is not sub-
ject to the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. That may be true, but that is a matter
that will have to be decided later.

Mr. DOWELL. That is a matter for the Chair to decide,
and not the gentleman from Texas.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves a
point of order.

Mr. GOSS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHAPMAN. I yield.

Mr, GOSS. As a mafter of fact, this $118,000 carried in
the bill would be almost wasted unless the gentleman’s
amendment were adopted, would it not?

Mr. CHAPMAN. This would certainly add greatly to the
importance and value of the $118,827 appropriation for our
national defense, according to all the testimony before the
committee and the experience of those on whose shoulders
rests the responsibility for the efficiency of our national
defense.

Mr, GOSS. I do not see the object of putting that money
into the bill for the encouragement of breeding if we are nof
going to buy some horses.

Mr. CHAPMAN. It is vital to the continued welfare of
the Remount Service and its value as an instrument of
national defense that we should adopt this amendment for
the purchase of horses. I will say to the gentleman from
Connecticut that the generosity of public-spirited, far-
sighted, patriotic horsemen has greafly and materially
diminished the cost of this service to our national defense.
They have made donations of splendid horses at times in
the past, aristocrats of the paddocks, amounting in value to
some $400,000. Citizens of the district which I have the
honor to represent have given more than citizens of any
other district in America. For example, that prince among
sportsmen and great philanthropist, Col. E. R. Bradley,
master of Idle Hour Farm, Lexington, Ky. the man who
every year feeds the mouths and gladdens the hearts of
more orphans than probably any other individual American,
not long since gave to the Army Remount Service a horse of
superb blood lines, a winner of the EKenfucky Derby, the
premier turf classic of America.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky has expired.

Mr. CHAPMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for five additional minutes. .

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Kentucky?




2216

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
I am not going to object, but we will not get through with
this bill until next August the way we are going. I shall
not object now, but from this time on I will object, because
we ought to get through with the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from EKentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CHAPMAN. I yield for a brief question.

Mr. COLTON. Is it not a fact that if the gentleman’s
amendment is- not adopted many horses that have been
grown by farmers with the thought that they would be pur-
chased by the Army will not be sold, and this will be a
.great handicap and disappointment to the raisers of horses?
It will discourage the raising of good horses.

Mr. CHAPMAN. That is absolutely true, because they
have produced nearly 8,000 colts a year since 1921, at a
total net cost of about one and a half million dollars. In the
12 years of its existence the Remount Service has heen of
untold benefit to the light-horse industry throughout Amer-
ica, not only producing thousands of suitable animals for
.our national defense in-case of war but also proving a great
boon to thousands of farmers and stock raisers in 40 States
during a period of terrible depression in the agriculfural
and livestock industry. Not only is this amendment vital to
national defense; but at this time, when throughout the
land, and especially in this body, is being raised the hue
and cry to help the farmer, surely we ought not to cut off
these replacements.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHAPMAN, Briefly.

Mr. BLANTON. The Army has demonstrated that it is
doing away with our Cavalry horses and mechanizing the
Army by moving Fort D. A. Russell away from the Big Bend
country, the only place down there on the border where the
United States needs any protection.

Mr. CHAPMAN. I can not yield further in my time.

Mr. Chairman, we have no objection fo a reasonable
amount of mechanization, but the undisputed testimony of
the highest military authorities is that Cavalry is as impor-
tant in warfare now as it ever was in history. For instance,
‘in the World War there were places where the surfaced
roads ended and the mud began; where timbers had been
felled and where shell craters yawned; where detours had to
be made around barbed-wire entanglements; in the dead of
winter when death lurked near, and American doughboys
ready to go over the top and out into the death and destruc-
tion, into the hell of no man's land, waited anxiously in a
dugout for food and ammunition and the satisfying “ fag "—
the motor vehicle was a failure. The horse and mule were
indispensable. Countless times they saved the day.

Call to witness General Pershing and others among the
highest authorities in the science of war. General Pershing
said of the Army mule:

You can pack him, drive him, or ride him; you can starve him,
beat him, and neglect him—you can do all sorts of things to him
that you can not do to an automobile, and he will be there just
as long as he has four legs to walk on.

As to airplanes, they are important in reconnaissance
work; but in some kinds of weather, in some atmospheric
conditions, they can not serve the purpose, and Cavalry is
necessary. When you send an airplane over a wooded area,
the pilot will report: “I did not see the enemy ™; but, Mr.
Chairman, when you send the Cavalry through the woods,
they come back, and the commander reports: “ The enemy
is not in the woods.” That is reliable information.

General Harbord said:

War demands more Cavalry than ever. Cavalry means horses in
great quantity.

General Summerall said:

It 15 a fact that Cavalry is of far more importance than it ever
has been.

The eminent Field Marshal Allenby declared:

I know for certain that no decisive victory has ever been won in
the past without the help of Cavalry, and I am quite sure that
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no decisive victory will ever be reackzed in the future without the
help of Cavalry.

Mr. Chairman, if those who would destroy the Cavalry
have their way, imagine, if you can, the statues of the mili-
tary heroes of the future. Imagine, if you can, Grant, Sheri-
dan, Sherman, and Thomas, “ Rock of Chickamauga,” whose
equestrian statue adorns yonder Thomas Circle, riding in a
rumble seat. Imagine, if you can, molded in heroic bronze,
the majestic figures of the knightly Kentuckian, John Hunt
Morgan; Fighting Joe Wheeler; Nathan Bedford Forrest,
Marshal Ney of the Confederacy; the cavalier, the dashing
J. E. B. Stuart; the stern, Cromwellian Stonewall Jack-
son, and the greatest soldier that ever spoke the English
language, the grandest military chieftain that ever sheathed
a stainless sword, the pure and peerless Robert E. Lee, not
mounted on noble chargers, but presenting the appearance
of motor-cycle patrolmen.

Mr. Chairman, those who have served with me in the
Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-second Congresses can
bear witness that I have been regular, that I have supported
the Committee on Appropriations and the other committees
of this House; but at this time I can not follow the leader-
ship of those, however lofty their motives, and however ex-
alted their patriotism, who would afflict this red-blooded
Republic with the pernicious anemia of pacifism. Rather,
should we in this crisis repair to the wise counsel of the
Father of our Country who declared that one of the most
effectual means of preserving peace is to be prepared for war.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment asks only a small portion
of what the undisputed testimony of military authorities
declares is needed; only a small portion of what the Bureau
of the Budget recommended. General De Witt testified that
a larger appropriation than this is needed fur national se-
curity. No witness contradicts him, and I ask the Members
of this House, as American Representatives, to vote with
us to insert this amount and to save the Cavalry of the
American Army. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments
thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Chairman, as stated by the gentle-
man from Kentucky, there is not one penny of appropria-
tion provided by this bill for the Cavalry, as I undertook
to show yesterday. There is, as evidenced by the report
on page 13, $441,500 more for motor transportation than
there was in the appropriation of last year; but not one cent
for the purchase of horses, although the Quartermaster
General, and I believe I am correct in saying the Director
of the Budget, too, made a recommendation of $220,000 for
the purchase of additional horses and mules.

If we do not make this appropriation, what is the use, as
suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut, of all this
breeding and the encouragement to farmers and ranchers in
more than 40 States to avail themselves of these breeding
privileges if we do not provide a market for the animals;
and if the farmer ever needed to have a market for his
livestock, it is now.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. THOMASON. I yield.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. 1Is the amount that is asked for
to be used just for the annual replacement of necessary
animals of the Army?

Mr. THOMASON. That is true, as shown by the testi-
mony of the Quartermaster General. It is to replace old,
diseased, and condemned animals. The Army and the
Budget recommended that $220,000 be allocated for this par-
ticular purpose; but there is not one cent in this bill for it.

This is all on this phase of the gquestion, but let me tell
you something about the practical workings of this bill,
I refer again to the unjustified abandonment of Fort D. A.
Russell, at Marfa, Tex. It was until a few days ago the
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only post on the Mexican border for about 500 miles east of
El Paso. It was established there by the Army as a means of
protection against raids like the Villa raid at Columbus
and the Brite Ranch raid near Marfa, where Mexican
revolutionists killed many American citizens.

Here is what happened: Just about a month ago it was
reported to me that Fort D. A. Russell was to be abandoned.
I made some investigation and confirmed the rumor. I im-
mediately introduced a resolution in this House that there
be a hearing by the Committee on Military Affairs to deter-
mine the wisdom, the justice, and the propriety of the
arbitrary abandonment of this post.

The chairman of the Military Affairs Committee sent the
resolution to the Secretary of War. I also wrote him a cour-
teous letter, sending him a copy of the resclution and asking
for a hearing on the matter before this long stretch of
Mexican border was left unprotected; and I undertake to
say that in times of peace, if there is any part of our coun-
try that needs protection, it is the Mexican border, reach-
ing from San Diego, Calif., to Brownsville, Tex., a distance
of about 2,100 miles.

The principal part of the reply from the War Department
was to send the testimony before this subcommittee, and I
will read you one or two sentences from the questions asked
Gen. Guy V. Henry:

Mr. Corrins. What effort is your branch of the Army making
toward mechanization, General? -

General HEnry, We are making a serious effort to completely
mechanize one regiment with the view of using it for experimenta-
tion and in developing tactics and technique for use in the
mechanization of the Cavalry.

Mr. Corrins, Are you aware of the fact that an order was
gotten out yesterday to move those troops on January 1?

General Henry. Yes, sir. :

Mr, Corrmns., That was since these hearings began and since
the committee has been asking questions as to why they have not
been moved.

General Henry. The War Department for a long time has been
intending to move them.

Mr. Corrins. The order issued yesterday was an immediate
removal order, was it not?

General HENrY. It was an order for them to move on January 1.
. Mr.t ?Cm.uus. It was more or less of an extracrdinary order, was
: (I‘::neral Henry. I do not think so, although I can not answer
that question definitely.

Now, without a hearing before the Military Affairs Com-
mittee or any other committee, and without the approval of
Congress, this post that the taxpayers of this country had
spent a million dollars on in the last five or six years was
abandoned and these troops were sent 2,500 miles to Ken-
tucky to become mechanized.

Mr. Chairman, in all fairness there ought to be some
policy determined about this matter. It is an old saying
that money talks. The committee refuses to appropriate a
single dollar to buy horses and mules, but includes several
hundred thousand dollars to motorize and mechanize the
Army. I admit it is an effective way to completely change
our military policy. The Cavalry is indispensable on the
Mexican border. Airplanes can not locate the enemy when
they hide in the hills, arroyos, and desert of the Mexican
border. Motor trucks and vehicles can not travel off the
good roads, which are few in that country. Cavalry is the
only part of the Army that can get over the country and
hold it after it is once taken. It was an outrage on national
defense and the taxpayers that Fort D. A. Russell was
abandoned in any such manner.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, there will not be any short-
age of horses in the Army. This estimate is built up on
an authorization of 17,929 horses. If we do not buy any
horses, we will have on hand at the end of the next fiscal
year, assuming 10 per cent of those we have on hand now
will die or be destroyed, and this is the figure that the
War Department gave us, 17,447 horses, which include
1,884 private mounts; and a private mount is in effect but
another way of designating a public animal. It has cost us
more to maintain a private mount than to maintain a horse
owned by the Government, because it has been customary
to give the officer owning it $150 a year, and added to that
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was the cost of the feed, the housing, the bedding, the shoe-
ing, and so on. So the figures I have given indicate an
apparent shortage of 482 animals, but they do not take into
account animals that will be purchased out of revenues de-
rived from the sale of horses to officers or to other depart-
ments of the Government. One hundred will be so ac-
quired this year. In addition, 97 horses are assigned to the
Air Corps, and the Chief of the Air Corps says he does not
want them. This brings the shortage down to 285 horses.

Now, on page 22 of the bill, we give to the Army the privi-
lege of substituting motor equipment for horses. The same
as we have done for the National Guard. If that is
availed of, we will find ourselves at the close of the next
fiscal year not with a shortage but a surplus.  There are
32 National Guard horse-drawn Field Artillery regiments to
be motorized, which will render surplus 150 horses per regi-
ment, or a total of 4,800. Such of these as are suitable will
be available to the Regular Army. :

Mr. CHAPMAN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. I can not yield, because I have to go on.

Mr. CHAPMAN. I yielded to the gentleman.

Mr. COLLINS. So there alone we have 4,800 horses to
cover this apparent shortage of 285 horses. We will have
more horses than we will know what to do with.

Mr. CHAPMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. I am very sorry, but I can not yield.

Just to illustrate to what length people are going in this
War Department appropriation bill and labeling everything
military defense, let me read you this letter:

It has been brought to my attention that you are opposing any
appropriation for the United States Army for continuing its pres-
ent animal strength and that you are advocating motorization.

I protest such a course because it will ultimately lead to a cessa-
tion of forage purchases from the South. At this time all pur-
chases for the forage used in the southeastern corps area are made
almost entirely from southern farmers. Are you aware of the aid
this has been to southern farmers and the great harm that will
result in motorization? Motorization has not been tried out. It
might result in less expense of operation. I seriously doubt it.

I hope you can see your way clear to look after our interests.
Yours very truly—

And so forth.

Now, my friends, are we going seriously to build up mili-
tary defense or are we going to turn this bill into a grab bag
and let each and every one of us grab off one little piece and
another little piece, and so on?

Mr. KLEBERG., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. I am sorry I can not yield.

Mr. KLEBERG. I would like the gentleman to give the
committee some information.

Mr. COLLINS. Later on I shall yield. Let me finish my
statement.

Mr. Chairman, in all fairness, and I am speaking in the
utmost good humor, let us not fool ourselves. Let us go
along and provide for this country the very utmost of mili-
tary preparedness and do it within reasonable budgeta.ry
limitations.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
DoweLLr] insist upon his point of crder?

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I shall not press the point
of order.

The point of order was withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is thhdra.wn The
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from
EKentucky.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. CoLLins) there were 51 ayes and 31 noes.

Mr, COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers
Mr. CorrLins and Mr. CHAPMAN.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported
that there were 76 ayes and 41 noes.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for five minutes on a matter pertaining to
the bill.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the
attention of the committee to a situation which I believe
is a most brazen abuse of power on the part of the War
Department. After I finish I am going to make a unani-
mous-consent request to return to page 11, line 11, and
offer this amendment.

Provided jurther, That no appropriation contained in this act
shall be available for the pay and allowance of any commissioned
officer convicted of murder, which conviction has been confirmed
by an appellate court.

Now, that is a most startling amendment, and yet there
is a commissioned officer on the active list—he was on the
active list yesterday, who was charged with murder of his
wife in 1929; he was indicted on the 18th of April, 1930,
was fried and convicted by a jury on the 22d day of Decem-
ber, 1930, took over two years to perfect his appeal, and the
conviction was affirmed by the circuit court of appeals on
January 9, 1933. With the exception of the time that he
was on trial he has been out on bail. After conviction he
was allowed to remain at large on $20,000 bail. After af-
firmation of the conviction by the circuit court of appeals
his bail was continued, and I am informed that he is going
to be permitted to remain on active duty until “ every pos-
sible means of appeal has been exhausted.”

Now, he may ask for a writ of certiorari to the Supreme
Court, but he has no appeal there as a maftter of right.
In fact the opportunity of appeal will not be granted in a
case like this unless a constitutional question is involved.
The law on murder has been upheld for many centuries.

Mr. BLANTON. The electric chair will take him off the
list.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. He is sentenced to life imprisonment.
It is the custom where an official of the Government is
indicted to suspend him. There is some question whether
or not they should wait until final conviction. In this case
the officer has passed the conviction stage. The conviction
has been affirmed by the circuit court of appeals, and I
submit that it is not conducive to the morale and the good
discipline of the Army for this officer to remain on the
active list and on active duty.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I know nothing about the facts of the
case, but this man is an officer of the Army of the United
States charged with a grievous crime. Does not the gentle-
man think that the officer, as a citizen, has a right to appeal
to the Supreme Court of the United States if he believes
that he has been deprived of some constitutional right?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, We can not deprive him of that right
and I do not intend to; certainly my amendment does not
do that.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman says that the court of
appeals has affirmed the conviction, but I would hesitate
somewhat to deprive an officer of the Army of his consti-
tutional right to be convicted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. First of all, he can not appeal to the
Supreme Court as a matter of right, as the gentleman
knows. In this case the right of appeal has been exhausted.

Mr. BANKHEAD. If he has nof, that should end the
matter.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All he can do is to come up by cer-
tiorari and petition for an appeal. I would not take that
right from him; but does the gentleman believe that he
ought to be carried on the active list in the Army under the
circumstances? If he were an enlisted men, he would not,
under the same circumstances, be on active duty. That
happens every day.

Mr. BANKHEAD. What do the regulations provide?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I assume the matter is under the con-
trol of the Secretary of War. Why, murder is a military
offense just as much as a civil offense. The officer could
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have at least been suspended, after conviction of murder,
for “conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman.”

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, I have no disposition to pro-
tect this man; I know nothing about him.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know nothing about him other than
his criminal conviction, now a matter of record. He has
had his day in court. He should not be continued on the
active list of the Army.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. At least this doctor should not be in the
position of giving medical services to disabled soldiers or to
soldiers of the Regular Establishment.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not if he uses iodine and strychnine.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. LaAGUARDIA., Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to return to page 11, line 11, to consider the following
amendment which I send fo the desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent fo return to page 11, line 11, for the
purpose of offering an amendment. Is there objection?

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be
first reported. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
for information.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment proposed by Mr. LAGUArpIA: Page 11, line 11, add
the following: “Provided further, That no appropriation contained
in this act shall be avallable for the pay and allowances of any
commissioned officer convicted of murder, and which conviction
has been confirmed by an appellate court.”
